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of commencing the business of the morning would | 
be to take upthat message, and refer the subjects 
embraced in it to the appropriate standing com- 
mittees. With this object in view, he would ask 
the general consent of the House to refer the mes- 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; after which, he would move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, for the purpose of disposing of the vari- 
ous parts of it. : 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Virginia that the order of the day was on the 
resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


pa bavIS, of Kentucky, insisted on taking 


up the order of the day, and moved the previous |, 


question on it. ; 

Mr. WISE moved the suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to offer his motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, insisted that his 
motion for the previous question was entitled to 
the precedence. 

r. WISE contended that he had not yielded 
the floor when the gentleman from Kentucky 
moved the previous question, and therefore his 
motion was first in order. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion for 
the suspension of the rules was first in order, and 
put the question on it—which resulted ayes 98, 
noes 85. 

The rules being thus suspended, 

Mr. WISE moved to refer the message of the 
President of the United States at the opening of 


the present session to the Committee of the |, 


Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hopxins in the chair,)— 
ayes 98, noes 35. 

Mr. W. here submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That so much of the message from the Pres- 


ident of the United States to the two Houses of Congress, | 
at the commencement or the present se<sion, as relates to 


our foreign affairs, be referred to the Committee on Foreign || . 2. : 
. , &" || the President’s message as relates to Indian affairs 


Affairs. 

2. That so much thereof as relates to the Indian tribes be 
referred to the Committee on [Indian Affairs. 

3. That so much as relates to the “receipts into the 
Treasury,” and the expenditures for the calendar year 
1843; to the accounts and estimates for the current fiscal 
year; to the balances in the Treasury; to the subjects of 
the Treasury notes and loans; to the resources and defi- 
ciencies of revenue ; to the ways and means of supplying 


revenue, be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
4. That so much as relates to the policy of securing to 


the pioneers of the West the right of preémption in the 


public lands be referred to the Committee on ¢ ublic Lands. 
5. That so much as relates to the report of the Secretary 
of War upon the condition of the Army, forts, arsenals, and 


the establishment of military posts, &c., be referred to the || 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

6. That so much as relates to the organization of the 
militia be referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

7. That so much as relates to the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, and to works on the lakes and rivers of the 
West, necessary in case of war to carry on successful 
= operations, be referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

8. That so much as relates to the report of the Posmaster 
ao referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


9, That so muchas relates to economy and “a system of 


Accountability” in all the Executive Departments be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 
10. That so much as relates to the expenditures of the 


aay Executive Departments be referred to the respect- 


ve Committees on Accounts and Expenditures. 

Ll. That so much as relates to the policy of attending to 
the lakes and rivers of the West, and as relates to the im 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi river partic- 

y, be referred to the Committee on merce. 
thi nd interests of 
e District of Columbia, be referred to the Committee for 
* District of Columbia. 

- That so much as relates to the Smithsonian bequest 

referred to a select committee, to consist of mem- 


Mr, A. V. BROWN offered the following 
nendment: 


,, Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as re- 


*s (9 the occupation and settlement of the Oregon T'erii- 
be referred to the Committee ou Territories. 


Poy leave. to remark to the committee 


ee 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1843. 


that the above proposition was submitted by him 
| by direction of the Committee on Territories; and 

the committee would observe that it did not em- 
| brace the idea of military posts, nor any foreign 

correspondence in relation tothe Territory. The 
| Proposition contemplated that that branch of the 
| subject relating to the number of military posts, 
| and their location, should, be left to the Commit- 
| tee on Military Affairs; while the other branch, 
| relating to disputes about boundaries, foreign 
| negotiations, &c., should he left to the Commit- 
| tee on Foreign Affairs. The simple proposition 
| now made, was to refer the subjects of occuna- 
| tion and settlement only to the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories. 


| of the gentleman. from Virginia. 
| the gentleman from Tennessee as saying that he 


' 
j 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
j 


Mr. ADAMS believed that the subject of the | 
Oregon Territory was already referred to the || would embrace everything—not only the improve- 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in the resolution || 


He understood | 


did not contemplate taking the subject entirely | 


| from that committee; but it seemed to him that, 


| be the result. It appeared to him that, if it should | 


| be referred to another committee, the Committee | 


(on Foreign Affairs would have nothing to do 
with it, 


The CHAIRMAN remarked that the first res- | 


olution of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wise] was the immediate subjectof consideration 
befure the committee. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee was therefore not then 
| in order. 

Mr. PHCENIX offered an amendment, to refer 
the subject of the warehousing system to the 
Committee on.Commerce: but was informed by 
the Chair that his motion would be in order when 
| the resolution on that subject came up. 

The question was then put on the first resolu 
tion—referring so much of the President’s mes- 
sage as relutes to foreign affairs to the Commit- 
tee on.Foreign Affairs—and decided in the affirm- 


|| ative, 


The question being put on referring so much of 


| to the Committee on Indian Affuirs, was decided 
| in the affirmative. 


The question being put on referring so much 


and Means, was decided in the affirmative. 
The next clause having been read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 


11. That so much as relates to the policy of attending 
| to the lakes and rivers of the West, and as relates to the 





| of the President’s message as relates to receipts | 
j ® | 
| and expenditures. for the year 1843, the ways and 
| means of supplying revenue, and the revision of | 
revenue ; to the public lands and proceeds thereofas sources || the tariff, &c., &c., to the Committee of Ways 
of revenue and as foundations of credit to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; and to the revision of the tariff with a view to || 





| improvement of the navigation of the Mis<issippi river par- | 


| ticularly, be referred to the Committee on Commerce 5 


Mr. THOMASSON moved to amend this res- 
| olution, by striking out.so much of it as related 
| to the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
| Sissippi river particularly. 
Mr. THOMPSON inquired of the Chair if the 
amendment had been accepted. He believed that 
| the resolution did not conform to the message, 
which r. fe red, if he was not mistaken, not to 
| the navizat on of the western waters, as stated by 
the geutieman, but to the navigation of the Mis- 
siss'ppi river. 
Mr. THOMASSON observed that if his motion 
| did not conform to the terms of the message, he 
was willing that it should be so altered as to be 
‘made to conform to it. He did not, however, 
|.wish the House to make any undue distinction; 
but that they should take in the whole subject of 
the improvement of the navigation of the western 
waters. The Mississippi river was of more im- 
rtance to himself individually than any other; 
ut he was for making no exception; he desired 


the whole subject to be referred, that they might | 


have a full report. 

Mr. BARNARD asked for the reading of the 
resolution and of the amendments; which having 
been done, he said he would sugyest an altera- 
tion which he thought would meet the views of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and, as he hoped, 


|| new ones. 
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| the views of a large portion of the committee, The 
| resolution, according to his view, should read, 
| **so much of the President’s message as relates 
| to new works for the improvement of harbors or of 
| the navigation of any rivers,”? The resolution, as 
| it now stood, would refer the whole subject in re- 

lation to the improvement of harbors anywhere 
| and everywhere, both such as were already com- 
menced and such as were to be commenced, to 
the Committee on Commerce. And, under that 
| resolution, he did not see why they might not 
| take charge of the general bill for appropriations 
| ordinarily introduced for the purpose of carrying 

on works already commenced. That was the 
| reading of the resolution a& it now stood. The 
language of the resolution was very general; it 


| ment of harbors, but the navigation of rivers, by 

continuing old works and also by commencing 
This had not been the practice of the 
| House heretofore; the practice had been to refer 


f ; bim || to the Committee of Ways and Means an appro- 
if the motion prevailed, such would inevitably | 


priation bill for carrying on old works of irternal 
improvement; and, if any new ones were to be 
undertaken, they were referred to the Committee 
| onCominerce. He desired the same course should 
| be taken now. And he desired, also, that there 
should be no invidious distinction made between 
any one river and another. He would propose, 
therefore, that the resolution sending the matter 
to the Committee on Commerce should be limited, 
so that that commitiee should take charge of new 
works only. He was aware that the President, 
in his message, had limited his care and concern 
for the improvement of harbors and the naviga- 
tion of rivers to the western waters, as if there 
were no streams running into the ocean worthy 
of his regard, except those west of the mountains. 
He desired to inform the House and the. Presi- 
dent that he could name a river which bears upon 
| its waters more commerce than all the other riv- 
ers of the United States put together, (except the 
Mississippi,) the navigation of which river was 
seriously obstructed, and the improvement of the 
navigation of which had been undertaken and 
prosecuted about half way, and then left, to the 
great detrimeut of the commerce of the country. 
It was a river on which floats nearly a bundred 
millions in value every year; a river which is nav- 
igated by nine hundred vessels every season, He 
expected to be able to present to this House, ina 
few days, (with the aid of the House,) a report 
which had been prepared under the direction of 
the Topographical Bureau upon this subject, At 
presets his object was to make the resolution as 

road at least as the President’s message, and to 
| refer to the Committee on Commerce, according 
| to the invariable usage of the House, only the 
subject of new works. The subject of continu- 
ing works already begun should go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ought not to go 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He desired the gentleman from Kentucky to 
understand that there was no ; entleman in that 
House who had more at heart the improvement 
of the navigation of the western, as well as of the 
eastern waters, than himself. There was no one 
who had more zeal upon this subject; and he 
sincerely hoped it would be treated fairly. His 
object at present was to prevent the House from 
departing from its usual custom in regard to this 
subject in referring it to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and he hoped the proposition which 
he would now make would meet the views of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WISE asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. If this 
were the proposition, he had a remark to make, 
which, he thought—— 

Mr. BARNARD said if the modification were 
not accepted by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
he would move it as a distinct amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that it could not 
be so moved until the first amendment should be 
disposed of. 

_Mr., WISE said the proposition, then, was to 
refer what was not in the measage at.all. The 
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proper matters of reference were what the mes- 
sage contained, and not mere propositions started 
by metobers of that House. And what was the | 
message? He would like to call the attention of | 
the committee to what the message contained on 
the subject of the improvement ot the navigation 
of the lakes and rivers of the West. It was di- 
vided into three points; first, the general subject 
of giving attention to the lakes and rivers of the | 
West, giving them all the atrention which the 
Constitution would enable Congress to bestow. 
It did not say whether that attention should be 
iven to the navigation or to the construction of 
casters. He presumed the gentleman was some- 
what hypercritical when he attempted to point 
outa distinction. Lake Michigan—ay, even Lake | 
George might be considered a western lake within | 
the meaning of the term. Congress should give 
their attention to all lakes and rivers of the coun- | 
try. The navigation of the lakes and rivers of | 
the interior had been always, heretofore, consid- | 
ered a subject of primary importance, whether | 
considered with a view to the improvement of the | 
country generally, or to facilitate military or na. | 
val operations, The message of the President, | 
in one word, asked Congress to give their atten- 
tion to the lakes and rivers—all the attention 
which the States would allow Congress to bestow 
upon the subject. An appropriation was made | 
by the last Congress for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi; and the President | 
had, in addition to directing the attention of Con- 
gress to the general subject, alluded to that river | 


in particular. 
What did the gentleman from Kentucky now | 
propose? ‘To assertthat the Presidentsaid some- | 
thing in his message about the navigation of all 
the rivers of the West. It was well known to 
that House, as well as to the nation at large, that 
the Mississippi had always been distinguished 
from all other rivers, on account of its magnitude, 
on account of the vast extent of country which 
was hounded by its waters: from its source to its 
mouth it laved the borders of many States, which 
were consequently all of them deeply interested | 
in the free navigation of iis waters. That great 


extent of country was still, to all intents and pur- || 
poses, within the territorial jurisdiction of this || 


Government. This would be admitted by the 
atrict-constructionist of the strictestschool. The 
improvement of the Mississippi, as compared | 
with that of any other river over which Congress 


had jurisdiction, was of paramount importance. || 


As to the power of internal improvement, if they | 
allowed the strict sect of the Pharisees to decide 
for them, and took only what they granted, they | 


would have more than enough to engage their | 


utmost attention—the gentleman from South Car- | 
olina, with his rules of strict construction on the | 


one hand, and the American system on the other, | 


to decide to what extent the Constitution would 
allow Congress to go. The message did not at- | 


tempt to dictate to Congress what amount of at- || 
tention they should bestow upon the subject, but || 


left it entirely to their own discretion. Itshould | 
be left to the discretion of the committee, when the | 

uestion of internal improvement should arise, to | 
Sevirmnin’ how far they should go. No one had | 


denied the power of the Government to construct | 


upon the lakes, or anywhere else, works that 
might be necessary in case of war, either for mil- 


itary or navaloperations. All matters, therefore, || 
connected with naval operations, were properly || 
submitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


They would find, when the subject came to be 
taken up, that the steam navy upon the waters of 


the Mississippi would require a large expenditare | 
in the construction of harvors; and that species | 
of internal improvement was incidental to the || 


military operations of the country, and the great | 
object of self-defense. 
Ip conclusion, he repeated that he wished this 


subject to go to the Committee on Commerce be- |) 
fore they entered into any debate in relation to |) 


it. 
Mr. KENNEDY said he was glad that gentle- 


men on this floor had found out that there was a | 


place cailed ** the West.’ It had been a long 
time since the West had received much notice. 
There was another additional remark which he 
wished to make, that gentlemen might under- | 
stand it from the start; it was, that ** the Wesc’”’ 
intended to take care of itself, and of its own in- | 
terests, and in ite own way. So far as this ques- 


meg a 


tion was concerned—the referring of this mes- || 


sage—he thought it was a small one; but it would 


| spring a question that might be found to be a large 


one before it was got rid of; and he, as one of 
the Representatives of the West—and he felt just 
exactly as one of that number now—would say, 
** Hands off, gentlemen; you have long enough 
acted without regard to the interests of the West, 
and we will help ourselves now.”’ [Laughter.] 
The gentleman from Virginia had given them 
some good advice. That gentleman was anxious 
that the West should come in with its strength, 
and take advice as to the good oid straight-jacket 
construction of the Constitution. He appreciated 


| the gentleman’s motives. The gentleman wasas 


anxious now to help the West as others were; 

and why? Because the West had become an 

empire of herself. The gentleman from Virginia 
| had got some notions of strict construction about 
| him, on which he feared they of the West would 
stumble. Now he belonged to the straight-jacket 
sect of strict constructionists of the Constitution 
in general, (laughter,] and the gentleman need 
notentertain any fears. They of the West would, 
| however, take care of themselves, and not go 


| further than they were authorized to do by even | 


a strict construction. [Laughter.] He would give 
his word for that. .The gentleman from New 
York took some objections to the West; and he 
thought that gentleman spoke of the West with 
a kind of sneer, That gentleman talked about 
the West, and then referred to the Hudson river; 
and what did the gentleman want to do? He 
wanted to add that ** spring branch”’ to the great 
| waters of the West. [{Laughter.] He (Mr. K.) 
admitted that the Hudson river was a great river. 
It would do very well to drink out of; it was, 
however, a little brackish, and was not so good 


as the Mississippi. But how Jong had the Gov- | 
| ernment been spending money upon it? He trav- | 
| eled up that,river once; and all the obstructions | 
| he saw were artificial ones—the poles stuck down | 


io fish by. But he would tell the gentleman, who 
| affected to sneer at the Mississippi and the waters 


| of the West, that the Hudson was nothing more | 
| than a “spring branch,’’ as compared with the | 
Mississippi and its tributaries. The Hudson | 
river, it was true, was in the State of New York; | 
}and he would admit that New York was the | 
|| Empire State, 
But look at the great valley of the West, through | 


| which the Mississippi and her tributaries flowed, 
whose sources were in the western mountains, 


and whose streams flowed through thousands and | 
thousands of miles of rich and fertile land, for | 


| whese commerce she was the natural channel; 


tively, that she might be put into his breeches 


older States, or descended from those who were 
from the older States—at least, most of those on 


this side of the mountains were—and the older | 
States had been in the habit of looking upon them | 
/as a parent looks upon absent children. The | 
older States had been too much accustomed to | 
| lookupon the Westas colonies of those old States. 


They had been treated as children who had left 
their father’s hearth to make the Westtheir home; 


beyond their knowledge; and if they still looked 
| upon the West as a mother does uponason, who 
had left the paternal roof, as always looking, 


when his head was covered with the frosts of | 


many winters, and when he had become the head 
ofa mighty family and a powerful nation, as when 
he was playing about his mother’s knee in his 


| native village, they were much mistaken. The 


| West had become a mighty empire; and he 
'charged gentlemen no longer to adhere to a sys- 
tem which had well nigh alienated the child from 


| its mother’s heart. No, no; for, as one gentleman | 


_had correctly remarked, the West no longer 
wanted ** milk for babes,’’ but the meat of men; 
and what was more, they would have it. He 
would add, too, that, while what they wanted 


they would do for themselves, they would never | 


trespass on the strict rule of right, or the strict 

and proper construction of the Constitution. 
| ‘They asked for that which was right; but they 
| asked for no more. 


and New York, great as she undoubtedly was, 
was small in comparison—so small, compara- | 


pocket. Some gentlemen sneered at the Missis- | 
| sippi valley who never saw it. He had seen it, | 
and knew how he ought to express himself to- | 
wards it. They of the West were all from the | 


but they forgot that, in the West, they had grown | 
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The gentleman from Virginia said he (Mr, K,) 


|, was taking that gentleman’s advice; and he would 


| remark that he was always willing to take goog 
advice, come from what quarter it might, By; 

besides taking advice, he would give it, too. }y, 

would advise his associates from the Mississipp) 
| valley not to allowothers to hang upon the ip. 

terests of the great West the dead weights which 
for years past had been fastened upon them, ang 
by which they had been borne down. He would 
say to the gentlemen from the West, * keep your 
eyes steadily fixed on your object, and receiv, 
none of those interests into the connection (such 
as the Hudson river and others) which had hith. 
erto struck itdown.’’ By such union of inter. 
ests the good was lost. Yes, the Dutch messag, 
| was killed yesterday by its union with other 
| propositions. There were two ways to kill , 
|| thing; the one was by voting it down by main 
|| force, and the other by its pretended friends 
| pressing itdown. But he would say to gentle. 
|| men there, they must not suppose, now that the 
|| West had got eighty-odd Representatives, tha 
|| she would not be determined to do justice to her. 
| self; and for the future that she was not going to 
allow anything else to be thrown on her shoulders, 
|| Now the West was able, she was going to do 
| herself justice. Her waters were of as much 
| national importance as the harbors on the ses- 
i board; and if they supposed that she was going 
to allow them to hang upon her any exploded 
| system, they were mistaken. But if they had 
| not yet strength sufficient, rather than see the in- 
terests of the West hitched on to any other, he 
would be willing to wait ten years longer, and 
then they could get them attended to by her own 
ample constitutional strength. He made these 
remarks because he did not wish to be misun- 
derstood on the subject. 

He, however, again said he was glad that gen. 
tlemen had discovered there was such a place as 
the West; and he would repeat, that the West 
would attend to her own interests. He had no 
doubt many gentlemen now supposed they could 
hitch on to the western country. He admitied 
that they were treated a little more kindly in the 
message than they had been before; but still, 
though it might not be the court fashion, he had 
thought it the best policy to tell the naked truth, 
as he had done. With respect to the reference 
of that portion of the message which was in 
consideration, he would remark that he cared not 
to what committee it was sent. He cared so lit- 
tle about it, that he had not even looked where 
the proposed committee was located; for he wes 
satisfied that if the committee (be it which it 
might) did not do them justice, there was a place 
where justice would be done, out of committee. 

Mr. HOLMES was greatly rejoiced to listen to 
the speech of the gentleman from the West. With 
that gentleman, he was greatly rejoiced that the 
great West, like a strong man after sleep, hed 
arisen and was resolved to shake her locks, He 
| was gratified to hear the sentiments of the gen: 
|| teman who came from a territory which had been 
|| planted by the descendants of the early colonists 

of the New England States; and that the West 
would rise upand become a great empire he fondly 
believed; and, as a southern man, he fondly cher- 
ished the idea. It was time for the Wesi, with 
her vast rivers and her mighty resources of soil, 
to arise and act, and, like the descendants of that 
great nation which sent her colonists to the West- 
|| ern World, to wake up against their mother, and 
no longer suffer that mother to give them milk for 
babes; but (in the language of a gentleman who 
had preceded him) to claim the right to purchase 
the strong meat of men, and likewise to contro 
that mother, and no longer permit her to poisol 
the very sources from which they drew the ele 
ment of life. The West was progressing with 
rapidity that few men, who had not looked care 
fully at her seketer, had any conception of, The 
produce of fer soil multiplied, until actually she 
produced forty-four bushels to every man, W™ 
||} man, and child in the United States; giving © 
|| grain no less than one hundred million bushels 
more than could be consumed by the eighteet 
million people in the United States. And whs! 
was to become of this immense wealth of her soil: 
‘| Her abundance, instead of being a blessing, WOU 
| become a burden, unless there was improvemer, 

in the navigation of her waters, and until she 8 

to the eastern and to the northern States, 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 
j 
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must come in for a participation in equal benefits 
and equal rights, that we may transmit to other | 
markets the vast resources of our soil. There | 
were already very great amounts of grain floated | 
down the Mississippi, which required facilities | 
for its transmission, and might soon require pro- 
tection. They had heard the sound of distant 
thunder, and no man knew when it would burst 
upon them, nor from what quarter it would come; 
and so greatly had the interests of the West been | 
disregarded by the Representatives of the whole 

ople, that there was not a single mode of pro- | 
tection devised for the commerce, in time of war, | 
which floated to the ocean down the Mississippi. | 
South of Chesapeake bay there was not a single 
naval station, nor a solitary navy-yard—for Pen- | 
sacola was not one, in the strict sense of the term; | 
and what was the result to the West, and to her | 
nroduce, which floated down her mighty waters? | 

ny, a sinall fleet of British cruisers in the Gulf 
of Mexico, after a storm had dismantled our ves- 
sels, would be in possession of the produce of the | 
West. The Mississippi ought, therefore, not 
only to have her navigation improved, but the | 
gentleman from Tennessee and the Representa- | 
tives from the other States ought to insiston having | 
anavy-yard at Memphis, or some other point, | 
that vessels injured in a storm might be repaired | 
in the shortest possible time. For if, in time of | 
war, our vessels are dismasted, and must be sent 
to the North for repairs, the many millions of | 
produce which floats down the valley of the Mis- | 
sissippi would be blocked up by the ships of, 
Great Britain, who had now Barbadoes and Ja- 
maica and other neighboring points; and if that | 
Power get possession of our produce, there would 
be no means of restoring it until peace was re- | 
stored. 

He did not want this question to go to the 
Committee on Commerce; and amongst the rea- 
sons which would influence him to vote against 
that reference, there was one which he entertained 
honestly and in all sincerity; it was, that on that | 
committee there was no western man. He was 
afraid to allow the interests of the West to go 
there; for he apprehended, further, that that com- 
mittee would adhere to the tariff system, which 
crushed all the business of the West. He feared 
that committee would not be favorable to the pe- 
culiar interests of the West; and hence he called 
upon western gentlemen to go with them of the 
South in breaking down the tariff and and in bring- | 
ing it to a revenue standard. Let the system || 
adopted be such as would make the North, the | 
East, the South, and the West, one nation and | 
one people, and he would go with them. 

Mr. WILKINS spoke of the importance of the | 
Ohio and Mississippi, and their vast superiority | 
over the Hudson. There was no such highway | 
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for commerce on the face of the earth as the Ohio 
and the Mississippi; and yet, was there any high- | 
way of commeree that was so much neglected as 
the Ohio and the Mississippi rivers had been by | 
the General Government? Compare, for one mo- | 
ment, the annual appropriations made for the | 
waters on the sea-board and for the western 
waters. Look at what was done for the sea-board 
in the neighborhood of the Hudson river, if not 
for that river itself, 

Look at your fortifications light-houses, break- 
waters, sea-walls, and the immense expenditures 
in the equipment of the Navy, all expended on 
the sea-voard. Look at your annual expendi- 
tures at your great Atlantic cities—New York, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore—and compare them | 
with yourexpenditures at New Orleans. It was 
impossible to reflect on the vast importance of 
the latter city, without being mortified at the lit- | 
tle that had ‘been done for it; and looking back | 
Upon its past history, it would be difficult to see | 
what favors had been extended to it by the Gov- 
ernment, unless, indeed, in the sending General 
Jackson there to defend it in 1815. On the Ohio | 
and Mississippi rivers there were at least six 
thousand miles of uninterrupted navigation — 
equal to two trips across the Atlantic; and what, 
he would ask, had been done for it? Last year 
here were expended probably some forty or fifty 
‘housand dollars in the commencement of im- 
Provements, which must be all lost without a con- 
“nuance of the works thus begun. Now this 
Was an additional reason for the President’s rec- 
ommending the attention of Congress to the west- 
*ra waters, for, unless the work which has been 
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commenced is continued, the money already ex- 

nded will be lost. r 
why the Ohio and Mississippi rivers stood in a 
peculiar light before them; and that was, there 
were no rivers in the United States or anywhere 
else in which the trade and commerce carried on 
its bosom were exposed to so many currents. 
There was an immense volume of water, to be 
sure; but the whole of these rivers, from one end 
to the other, presented continued peril to the en- 
terprising travelerand trader. Let gentlemen re- 
flect on the losses to commerce annually incurred 
on these waters, and they would see an addition- 
al reason for the introduction of this subject in 
the President’s message. 

The Government was now engaged, at Pitts- 
burg, (which stood at the head of the navigation 
of the Ohio,) in the construction of iron steam- 
ships, intended for the navigation of the Gulf of 
Mexico; and he hoped the period was not distant 
when they should seea naval depot at some point 
either in Kentucky, Indiana, or lilinois, where 
all these vessels could be equipped without going 
round to the Atlantic sea-board. This was an 
additional reason why the President had wisely 
pointed out the great national importance of the 
improvement of the western waters. Mr. W., 
in conclusion, adverted to the fact that more than 
half the States of the Union had territory border- 
ing immediately on these rivers, and that there 
was hardly a State which was not deeply inter- 
ested in the commerce and navigation carried on 
through them. We of the West ask but littlh— 
we ask but the removal of the obstructions in the 
way of the most importantcommerce in the world; 
and to secure this end, we hope the introduction 
of other general subjects will be avoided, and that 
a resolution will be adopted pointing directly to 
the object in view. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY fully appreciated the mer- 
its and importance of the great West, and had 
no doubt that every one here was willing to ac- 
cord to that region all the praise that it deserved 
He was willing to admit, too, that Pitsburg, 
standing at the head of western navigation, was 
a great and flourishing town; but, he would ask, 
what had all this to do with the question before 
the House? What was it to the question under 
consideration, that Mississippi wasa great stream, 
and deserved the attention and favors of the Gov- 
ernment? What was it to the question before 
them, that the tariff was oppressive to the South, 
and thatit was the interest of the South and West 
to unite and put it down? That was not the point 
before the committee. Why were all these mat- 
ters brought up now? Why this villing and coo- 
ing between the South and West on the mere 
matter of referring the President’s message? He 
had no particular objections to these love matters, 
but he disliked to see them introduced on so 
trivial a matter as referring a particular portion 
of the message, to the delay of the business of 
the House. If the gentleman from Virginia fairly 
and correctly stated the purport of the President’s 
message, it was plain that the reference should 
include all the lakes and rivers of the country. 
We might wish the message to contain other mat- 
ter; but, in referring it, all we have to do is to 
refer what is pertinent and relevant to it. 

According to the gentleman’sexplanation, when 
the President spoke of the lakes and rivers of the 
West, he meant Lake Champlain, Connecticut 
river, &c., as well as the Mississippi and Ohio. 
The honorable gentleman said that the President 
meant all the lakes and rivers of the Union, so far 


as Congress had anything to do with them. This 


being the case, they could have litte difficulty in 
referring the subject of all the lakes and rivers of 
the country, without confiuing the reference to 
any one of them. 

Mississippi, to be sure, was a most magnificent 


stream, and there were no rivers in the East to | 


be compared with it; but the eastern riverg might 
want something; though, as this was not the 
proper time for it, he would not say that they 
would. Lake Champlain, too, was an important 
sheet of water; it touched on Canada; we had 
many important posts on it, and a great battle 
was fought there during the last war. But all 
this had nothing to do with the question; and he 
would not now siseusb the subject of what should 
be appropriated for it. But he would ask, did the 
goanleenen from Indiava mean that, because Mis- 
sissippi was more important than Lake Cham- 





There was another reason | 





|! plain, nothing should be done for the Iatter? nor 
for Lake Ontario, Lake Erie, &e.? There enuld 
be no reason for it; and the President, he be- 
lieved, did not intend to eel-et out one or two 
objects, and recommend them to the notice of 
Congress ax the only over on which the power of 
the Government should be exercised, 

Mr. WISE (with the permission of the gentle- 
man from New York) explained that his only 
object was to refer the subjects embraced in the 
| President’s message. If there was anything 
| which gentlemen deemed of importance not in- 
| cluded in the message, they could offera separate 
resolution in relation to it. 

Mr. THOMASSON asked leave to offer a sin- 
| gle suggestion. Hedid not believe that the com- 
| mittee understood his proposition. It was merely 
| to leave ont the river Mississippi. 
| Mr. WISE. Do L understand that the gentle- 
| man would be content if the navigation of the 


ad RASTER 


Mississippi is stricken out? 

Mr. THOMASSON replied that that was his 
| object. It was due to the importance of the sub- 
| ject that the lakes and rivers of the West should 
| be referred to some committee more suitable than 
| the Committee on Commerce, to take them into 

consideration. 
| Mr BEARDSLEY wanted to know if gentle- 


| 
| 
i 
| 
1 
1] 
men meant to exclude the great northern lakes, 


jand, if'so, on what principle were they to be ex- 


i cluded? He could vot believe that the President 


| had any such ideas in framing his message; but 
| that he intended that all our lakes and rivers 
} which come fairly within the scope of the power 
|| of the Government, shall be considered by Con- 
| gress with the same favor. It seemed to him, 
| therefore, that everything relating to the improve- 
| ment of our navigable waters, whether in the 
North, the West, or the South, should be referred 
| to the same committee. In this way they would 
| avoid any sectional views which, it seemed, had 
| sprung up, without cause, in the course of the 
| debate, 
| Mr. BELSER observed that they had been en- 
| tertained for an hour or two in this discussion, 
| which did not seem to promise any useful re- 
sult. The gentleman from New York intimated 
| thatthere was some courtship going on between 
| the South and West, but, at the same time, 
| showed himself a formidable rival to the former; 
| for he played as deeply for the favor of the West 
/as any of them. We have been told on ail 
hands of the great and growing commerce of the 
West, and its maguificent streams, and that they 
really deserve the fostering care of the Govern- 
ment; but gentlemen had omitted to tell them 
| where the — was to come from that they 
wanted to expend on them. He wanted to re- 
mind gentlemen that they (or at least a majority 
of them) came here as a reformed and reformin 
Congress; that they came here to reduce ual 
| limit the expenditures of the Government, not to 
‘increase them. If gentlemen would tell him 
where the money was to come from for these splen- 
did schemes, he should be better satisfied to see 
|itvoted away. He was as willing to protect the 
/commerce of the Mississippi as anybody; but 
| what he did should be within the means at the 
disposal of Congress, and under the limitations 
of the Constitution. It appeared to him, how- 
ever, that millions would not be sufficient for the 
expenditures of the year, if half the magnificent 
| schemes he had heard of should be carried out. 
| One gentleman talked of making the Oregon blos- 
| som as the rose, while another talked of splendid 
| improvements forsthe Hudson and Mississippi. 
| One had forts and arsenals in contemplation, 
| while another had dock-yards and naval stations 
jin view. But he would, at the outset, ark all 
| these gentlemen where the money was to come 
|| from? and he warned the majority on this floor 
that they did not come here to increase the ex- 
] penditures of the Government, but to reduce and 
| limit them. 
Mr. HARDIN said the proposition, as he an- 
| derstood it, was to refer the subject of the im- 
| provement ofthe western waters to the Commit- 
| tee on Commerce, with an amendment to refer the 
subject to a select committee. He was opposed 
to the reference of the question to the Committee 
on Commerce; and if he wanted an argument to 
| confirm him in this opinien, he was furnished 
with one by the gentleman fom South Caroiina. 
He did not wish that the question should be re- 
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ferred to that committee, because there was not 
a single western man upon the committee. To 
the members of the committee, personally, he had 
no objection; they were men of liberal views, he 
had no doubt, but they could not be enfficiently 
acquainted with the subject. He desired that the 
matter should be referred to a committee which 
ehould be identified with them in fecling and in 
interests. 

[Here a conversation arose as to the precise 
question before the committee, which was stated 
by the Chair to be upon the amendment of Mr. 
Dove.as to refer the subject to a select commit- 
tee, the proposition of Mr. THomasson having 
been withdrawn.} 


Mr. H. continued: What an amount of suffer- 
ing and loss of property there had been in conse- | 


quence of the neglect of improvement of the nav- 


igation of the aerapronines ! The navigation of all | 
nion was insignificant in | 
comparison with the Mississippi; and the interest | 


the other rivers of the 


of the whole Union required that these western 


waters should have the attention of men who were | 
The | 
ical defect of all the attempts 40 improve the | 


acguainted with the interests of the West. 
wed 

navigation of the western waters was, that those 
who had been the promoters of those improve- 
ments had not possessed sufficient knowledge on 
the subject. 
doned in an incomplete state, for want of the 


proper information, and for want of a regular | 
system of procedure. It was now time for west- | 


ern men to take hold of the subject. They ought 
to have a particular bureau for the West, which 


should have the care of the interests of that por- | 


tion of the country. He wished that a commit- 


tee should be appointed; and he now gave notice 
that, at the proper time, he would ask the House | 
to strike out the whole resolution, and adopt a | 


proposition for the appointment of a standing 


committee, whose duties should not cease with | 
the close of the present session, but which should | 
in all time to come, have the care and supervision | 
of the interests of the country west of the Alle- | 
lt was for the interest of the producer | 
of exports that the means of transportation | 
should be made easy; because the cost of trans- | 


ghanies. 


portation comes out of the producer. The object 
could only be attained by the appointment of a 
special committee. 


There was an additional reason why this prop- | 


osition should be acceded to, and it was this: be- 


cause gentlemen would come in and offer prop- | 
ositions in amendment of the appropriation bill, | 


to appropriate money for the improvement of the 
Ohio and the Mississippi rivers—amendments 
which would ride the bill to death—and so their 


object would be defeated; but if there was acom- | 


mittee on navigation, composed of members who 
understood thoroughly the interests of the West, 
there would be system and uniformity observed, 
instead of being lost amid a mass of indigestible 
matter, 


We of the West ask this, not merely as a mat- | 


ter of favor, but as a matter of sheer justice and 
right. It had been said truly, that Congress does 
not come together to make appropriations with- 
out referring the subjects to committees, and ob- 
taining reports upon them, in order that the House 
might not be taken by surprise; this was the rea- 


son why there should be aregular system adopted | 
He hoped, there- | 


and acted upon judiciously. 
fore, that the present proposition would be voted 
down, and that the House would consent to the 


appointment of a standin§ committee, to whom | 


the whole subject might be referred. 

Mr. BOW LIN said he believed the proposition 
now before the committee, was to take so much 
of the President’s message as related to the nav- 


igation of the Mississippi river, and refer it to | 


1e Committee on Commerce. And in reference 


to this proposition, as one interested in the navi- | 
gation of that great stream, he would take this | 
occasion to express his views as to the propriety | 
He | 
was entirely opposed to such a reference, upon | 

rinciples which he would explain before taking | 


of referring the matter to that committee. 


in seat, It must be kept in view that the Mis- 


sissippi and its tributary streams were the most | 
important navigable waters in the Union; con- 

veying upon their waters more commerce than all | 
the others conjoined; conveying more wealth than | 


the whole amount of commerce which was car- 
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tries. He had papers before him showing that | less the gentleman followed up his suggestion |, 


the transportation upon those rivers amounted to | 
$200,000,000 annually; and others, showing the 


melancholy fact that upwards of three hundred 
thousand dollars’ worth of property was lost an- | 
nually, besides an enormous, sacrifice of human | 


| life, in consequence of the dangerous condition | 
| of the navigation. 


These were stubborn facts. 
Sir, the country washed by the Mississippi and | 


| its tributaries has no person to represent her in- | 


terests upon the Committee of Commerce. I | 
mean the fresh-water interests. [Alaugh.] No, | 
sir, there is no person on that committee whose | 
feelings will not be entirely in opposition to the | 
interests of the great West. 

Mr. B. went into a statistical statement, to 
show the importance of these great thoroughfares 
or outlets for the products of the West, and the 
immense losses which occur annually for want of 
proper improvement. They required no very ex- 
traordinary expenditure for making these im- 
provements; Nature had done much—Nature had 
furnished them with broad and deep rivers, and 
all that was wanting was the removal of certain 
obstructions, But what had they to promise 
themselves, if they went before a committee who 


were entirely hostile to the interests of the West? || 
He meant nothing invidious or disrespectful to- | 


wards the gentlemen who composed the commit- 
tee; but they were chiefly northern and eastern 





men, and it was natural that they should be hos- 
tile to the interests of the West. 


should be referred. 
Mr. WISE said he would explain to the gen- 
tleman why be had selected that committee. The 


question of reference had always been a test ques- | 


tion. 
tariff came up, it would be contended on the one 


hand, that it should go to the Committee of | 
Ways and Means; and on the other, that it | 
should go to the Committee on Manufactures. | 
By the American system, it would go to the Com- | 


mittee on Manufactures; but,if the revenue party 


prevailed, it would go the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


for internal improvement are in favor of referring 
it to the Committee on Roads and Canals; while 


the strict constructionists are in favar of referring | 


Therefore it | 
was that, being a strict constructionist himself, | 


it to the Committee on Commerce. 


he had selected the Committee on 'Commerce. 


Mr. BOWLIN said the reason assigned by the |, 
gentleman was certainly very satisfactory, so far | 


as he was concerned; but they of the West were 
not prepared to consent that the best interests of 


the West should be consigned to the tomb of the | 
Capulets without an effort for their preservation, | 
He was totally averse to committing the interests | 
of the great West to the Committee on Commerce. | 


Had not the gentleman from South Carolina told || expended in constructing it, and in the purchase 


them that the members of that committee were 
opposed to the interests of the West? 


Mr. HOLMES said he had not asserted that || 


the Committee were opposed to the interests of 
the West, nor did he doubt the perfect impar- 


tiality of the gentlemen who composed the com- | 


mittee, 


Mr. BOWLIN said he was glad to hear the | 
gentleman express his confidence in the commit- | 


tee; nevertheless, he reiterated his assertion that 
the interests of the West were not felt by the com- 


mittee; and, therefore, it was highly improper | 
that the subject should be referred to them; and | 


he would appeal to the House, as an act of com- 
mon justice, not to send them to the Committee 
on Commerce—to a committee whose interests 
were to prevent the progress of improvement of 
the West. 
gentlemen who had the committee in their hands, 
to interdict the reference to that committee. 

Mr. WISE said he would modify his proposi- 
tion by striking out that part which applied to 
the Mississippi river particularly. 


resolution as referred to the Mississippi river be 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. BOWLIN said he did not see that the res- 
olution would be at all improved by leaving out’ 
that portion, (because the phrase western waters 


What, then, || 
had they toexpect? He could not understand | 
why the gentleman had fixed upon that commit- | 
tee; it was not the committe to which the matter | 


When a question respecting the | 
improvement of rivers comes up, those who go | 





| portant on Lake Erie. 


| 
He eoperins to the magnanimity of 


a motion to refer so much as relates to the Mis. 
sissippi and its tributaries to some other comm. 
tee. 

Mr. THOMASSON said he had not said the 
reference should not be toa select committee; hy, 
he would ask that it might be referred to a selec 
committee, that thisdiscussion might cease. }, 
begged to move that so much of the President's 
message as referred to the western waters, rivers 
and lakes, be referred to a special committee of 
nine. 

Mr. WISE had no objection to this course. 
but he would leave it to the House to determine. 
He had no power over the resolution, nor did he 


| care to what committee it was sent; so that he 
| was not committed on the question of reference, 


Mr. BOWLIN was desirous that the referencg 


should be a committee that was, at least, fairly 
| disposed to make a legitimate report of the wanis 


and necessities of the Mississippi valley. That 
was all he asked; and he concurred fully and ep. 


| tirely with the motion which the gentleman from 
| Kentucky had now made. 
| to justify a standing committee being added to the 


There was sufficient 


present list, to take charge of the subject of inter. — 
nal navigation—an interest which was of vast im. 
portance; but at present he asked that a select 
committee be appointed to report upon this sub- 
ject, and then the House would be able to act upon 
it. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF was in favor of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky to 
refer this subject to a select committee. There 
were, he remarked, two great channels of com- 
munication leading to the South, from the East 
and the West, and those were tlhe lakes and the 


| Mississippi river, with its tributaries; and these 


| were connected together by the improvements of 
For instance: if a question respecting the || 


the western States. Ohio had already completed 


' one canal between two of these channels of com- 


munication; she had another nearly completed; 


_and, in conjunction with Indiana, a third; while 


Illinois had a fourth in progress. ‘They could not, 


| therefore, in justice to either of those States sep- 
‘arate those two interests, which were naturally 


joined. He was in favor of the proposition fora 


| select committee, and he hoped it would be con- 
| stituted of gentlemen favorable to those two in- 
| terests. 


The gentleman from Alabama had told them 
they had come there asa reform Congress. Grant- 
ed: but there were more ways than one of pros- 
ecuting reform. One was by locking up money, 
and not spending it atall. Another was to see 
that it was properly expended. It had been cor- 


| rectly remarked by some gentleman who had pre- 


ceded him, that works had been commenced, and 


| then neglected, and left in a state that rendered 


them useless; and, to his own knowledge, some 
improvements had been so commenced in the har- 
bors of Lake Erie. Among others, he mentioned 
the harbor of Huron, where money had been 


of machinery, and the creation of facilities for 
dredging it; and he was now told the implements 
purchased for that purpose had been put up to 


| sale, and sold to the highest bidder; and, in con- 
' sequence, sand had been allowed to accumulate 


in that harbor, which was one of the most im- 
This economy was ex- 
travagance; and that harbor had, in consequence, 
become inadmissible to a certain class of vessels. 


The gentleman from New York, it seemed, had 


recommenced this manifestation of opposition to 
the western waters, and he had got up this fight 
on this floor. 

Mr. BARNARD asked the gentleman from 
Ohio to point to any language—even to a word, 
ora ay linkshe-—-anleeke would justify such an accu 
sation. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said, if he had mit 
understood the gentleman from New York, he 
was pleased to learn that he was laboring under 
a misapprehension. He was disposed to give * 


_ fair construction to the language of the gentleman 

‘from New York; but he had imbibed the idea th! 

Mr. JAMESON suggested that so much of the | 
i 


that gentleman was hostile to the improvement 
of the western waters. However, as the - 
man disclaimed such opposition, he would @ 
the House where the property which floated om 
the Hudson river, of which they had heard 80 


| much, came from? Why, it came from the west 


ried on between this country and foreign peste would apply to. the Mississippi, of course,) un- || ern country to. that State, thus making it a2 
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“empire” State. And whence was the merchan- | of the country, and the agricultural interests. He 


dise sent that went up that State? It was to the 
West; and from that region so much profit was 
annually drawn. Every part of the shores of | 
Lake Erie, and its kindred waters, had been 


and an immense amount of property sunk, for the | 
want of good harbors in which the vessels navi- 
eating those waters could take we And who 
cained by the loss of that property ? Wh 

the State from which the gentleman came, from 
whence that merchandise was purchased. And 
if the produce shipped to the East was lost, who | 
suffered by the loss? Why, perhaps the gentle- 
man’s own constituents, with whom it was in- 
sured; and, therefore, there was no reason for 
the hostility of the gentleman; and he was glad | 
to accept the gentleman’s disclaimer. He hoped 
the worms fora select committee would be 
dopted. 

Y Mr. WINTHROP said it was of little import- 
ance to what committee this subject was referred; | 
and he though it might be disposed of without 
consuming three or four hours with a debate 
thereon. They all knew the course was for the 
Departments to make the estimates for internal 
improvements, and that they were sent to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and this debate 
might have been spared to another occasion. But 
an importance had been given to this subject by 


the remarks which some gentlemen had made, || 


which he, as a member of the Committee on 
Commerce, could not allow to pass without ob- 
servation. As a member of. that committee he 
had said, at the outset, that he preferred that 
this subject should go to some other committee, 
for the committee of which he was a member had 
business enough on its hands; but he preferred it 


on other grounds than those stated by the gentle- || 


manfrom Virginia—that this was a test question 
whether the House was in favor of the internal 
‘improvement policy. 

But the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
Houmes,}] whose society and assistance he had 
hoped to have on the Committee on Commerce, 
had appealed to the House to divert it from that 
committee for reasons which he, as a northern 
man, true to the Constitution, could not pass 
over. What were the grounds on which the gen- 
tleffan from South Carolina had called upon the 
West to wake up againstits mother? If the West 





did rise up against the older States, it would rise || 


up against that part of the country which had 
treated it with true motherly regard. But where 
did the gentleman from South Carolina get his 
idea from? Wasit from the history of the past? 
He appealed to the history of the past. Let the 
catalogue of their proceedings be examined; and 
would the gentleman find a western appropriation 
which failed for want of northern votes? Would 
he find the ** neglected West,’’ as the gentleman | 
from Indiana [Mr. Kennepy] had seen fit to call 
her, (though, by way of parenthesis, he might 
say she had received more than she was willing 


neglected by the North? To whom did she owe 
what she had received? Was it to southern 
votes that she was indebted? 
examine the yeas and nays, and the history of | 
the country to the present day, and he would 
learn to the contrary. 

He had heard a gentleman, once a member of 
the United States Senate, but now no longer so, 
[Mr, Smith, of Indiana, as was understood,] de- 
clare distinctly that there was never a measure | 
asked for by the West, and passed for the im- | 
mediate benefit of the West, which was not passed | 
by northern votes—and many which could not | 

ave been passed without enh 
the gentleman from South Carolina called upon 
the West to wake up against the North, which, 
he said, had been poisoning the sources whence 
their aliment was supplied. He knew to what 
that gentleman referred, for he afterwards ex- 
pressed it. He referred to the tariff; and he told 
them tnat the tariff poisoned the sources whence 
their aliment was supplied. He hoped they should 

‘ve ample opportunity hereafter to discuss that 
Points but he would then say, he should be able 
‘0 show that, so far from the tariff being injurious 
_ - Western or agricultural interests, or to the 
Productions of the West, if any class of the coun- 
th had received its full measure of benefit from 
¢ tariff—~a protective tariff—it was the farmers 








Let the gentleman 


' had, however, detained the House longer now 
than he had intended; and he would only add, in 
reply to the gentleman from Missouri, that the 


|, Committee on Commerce had no local interests 
strewn with wrecks; there lives had been lost, |) 


or prejudices against the improvements of the 
western lakes and rivers. He claimed, also, for 


\| himselfand his constituents, an interestin the lakes 


| and rivers of the West. The Mississippi was the 
y those of | 


river of the inhabitants of the East, as much as 
of the West or the South; and so, too, the lakes; 
| and they of the North and of the East were willing 
to contribute whenever they were called upon, to 
' aid measures for the benefit of other parts of the 
| country. Certainly they are far more willing than 
| the gentleman from South Carolina, to aid in the 
improvement of western navigation. He knew of 
no subject more interesting to his constituents— 
the Boston citizens and Boston merchants—than 
the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
| sippi. He could show the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that his constituents had urged the making 
of appropriations by which the impediments and 
| obstacles to the navigation of that river might be 
removed, 
| Why, the cargoes which float down thatriver, 
| the produce of the western fields, were exchanged 
| for cargoes from the northern and the eastern 
States; and so he might speak of the commerce 


| New Orleans. The commerce was not all on one 
side, but consisted of an exchange of commodi- 
lies; and there could not be any prejudice on the 
part of the population of the North—certainly not 
on the part of one Representative from the Exst 
—against the improvement of the western waters. 

In respect to the question of reference now be- 
fore the House, he should vote for the select com- 
mittee; and he cheerfully acquiesced in the sug- 
gestion which had been made, tnat there should 
be added a standing committee to take charge of 
the subject of the internal policy of the country. 
| He believed our internal commerce had become 
of such importance that we might advantageously 
have a secretary of the home department. 

Mr. DOUGLAS was pleased that this debate 
had produced one good effect—that of showing 
that, if there had been doubts existing of the feel- 
|ing of the North towards the interests of the 
West, those doubts could now no longer remain. 
When he heard his friend from Indiana call upon 
the western valley en masse to array itself against 
other portions of this Union, in solid phalanx, he 
confessed that he heard it with regret. He denied 
that the western interests were antagonistic to 
the interests of other States; the interests of all 
were identified, and any gentleman there was pro- 
moting the interests of all when he was improv- 
ing those great internal means of communication. 

He favored the proposition for a select com- 
mittee of nine, not feces he had any objection 
to the Committee on Commerce, or to any other 
standing committee, but because the interests in- 


|| volved were very important, and, to some extent, 
to allow, by way of public lands or otherwise,) || 


local in their character; and that those interests 


|| might come fairly and fully before the House, he 


| deemed it right and proper that they should be 
| referred to a committee that had some knowledge 

of details and local information in reference to 
those interests. 

He would have a ccmmittee consisting of men 
whose very local interests should prompt them 
to be diligent in searching out for information, 
| collecting facts, and bringing them before the 
House. For these reasons, ‘he wished a select 
committee; and he wished it to consist of men 
whose business avocations were such as would 
insure a full report. When he got that report, he 


ern votes; and yet || would be then willing to submit the question to 


the House, to determine on its merits. All that 





ceived, all gentlemen would be ready to advocate 
such a system of improvement for the West as 
might seem to them to be most desirable. 

Mr. WISE observed that, when this proposi- 
tion for a select committee was first presented, he 
had no objection to it; but the remarks of the 

entleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Winruropr] 
had forced him to take up the issue they pre- 
sented. He stood on sectional grounds no more 
than that gentleman; but he stood on constitu- 
tional grounds; and he hoped there were friends 
to a strict construction of the Constitution as well 








he now wanted was, to have a committee to pre- || 
sent facts; and these being collected and re- 


| in the North asin the South. He had one reply 
to make to the gentleman from Indiana in relation 
to the tenders that had been made of assistance 
to the great West. If the gentleman supposed 
| there was anything mere in the motives of the 
| Administration, im recommending the western 
| waters to the attention of Congress, than kindly 
/ and just feelings, he was mistaken; and if he 
| supposed that the President now, at the latter end 
of his term, intended to enter into the scramble 
| for the favor of the West, he was equally mis- 
taken. Let him say to gentlemen from the North, 
| the South, and the West, that the Administra- 
| tion, at least, was not disposed to enter into com- 
etition as to who should pour the most into the 
ap of the West. The language of the message 
| was in the style of the old straight-jacket school 
of Jefferson, and did not propose to go further 
| for the West than the Constitution allowed. If 
| either the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. 
| Houmes} or Massachusetts (Mr. Winturor} 
was disposed to pour into the lap of the West 
more than the Constitution cliowtt he, for one, 
would stand alone, and endeavor to snatch back 
| what his limited construction of the Constitution 
When the 





| showed him it was not entitled to. 
| boast was made of what section had done the 
| most for the West, he would point to Virginia, 


ret ' '| the mother of States, who gave the West her 
between Boston and the cities of St. Louis and || 


| largest plantation. Virginia alone gave to the 

West that mighty domain which constitutes all 
| her greatness; gave it without money and with- 
| out price; and if you of the North put ap a bitte 

railing for her, or dug her a little ditch, yow, ia 

return, taxed the ax that felled the forest, and the 
| plough that turned up the furrow. Yow taxed 
| everything consumed by the poor man, while you 
| let the luxuries of the rich go free. The North, 
| it was true, gave the West manufactures; but 
whata gift, and at what a price! He would not 
| unite in the cry to the West to turnon its mother, 
for the great mother of the West was Virginia, 
| who had impoverished herself for its benefit, 
| while she asked nothing in return but that she 
would preserve the Constitution, 

He was a little surprised to hear one gentleman 
from the West boasting that the West had now 
the power, and could come in and help herself, 
He was aware of it; and he was afraid that the 
land of politicians would now come in and take 
allthey wanted. What chance was there, then, 
for the Constitution, while this squabble for west- 
| ern favor was going on? The power of the old 
States was gone long ago; and the new ones must 
now take the lead. 

After a few more remarks from Mr. W., 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, the committee 
| rose and reported progress. 


REFERENCE OF BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. VANCE offered a resolution to refer all 
| the memorials, bills, &c., of the last session that 
| 
| 








were before the Committee of Claims, and favor- 
ably reported on, to the same committee. 

he SPEAKER said that the résolution of the 
gentleman was not in order. 
| Mr. VANCE moved a suspension of the fulea, 
| to enable him to offer his resolution; which mo- 
lt 


ion was rejected, 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN gave notice that he should, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to provide 
for holding the election for President and Vice 
President of the United States on the same day 

| in all the States; also, to provide for the election 
of members of Congress on the same day in 
the States. 

The House then adjourned. 





| Tye following petitions were presented under a rule of 
the House: 
| By Mr. eee a of ae of the 
| county*»f West Chester, New York, praying att Appro- 
priation for the improvement of the harborof Port Cheater, 
| in said county ; which was referted 10 the Commitiee on 
| Commerce. , . 
By Mr. CROSS : The petition of citizens of Setier coun- 
ty, Arkansas, praying for the establishment of @ post route 
from Fulton to Fort Towson. 
Also, the petition of the citizens of Hot Spring and Se- 
vier counties, for the establishment of a post route 
Mount Ida to Ultimathule, in the same State. 
Also, a memorial of the a ae gh ree per fo 


the ne ofa om gulanene a ~ - te 
sixteenth sections o publie Y 
the location of other land in lieu ok? the use 








be 


















































ae 






























































































































































~ attending the United States court sitting in Lou- | 
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#3; and praying, also, a donation of four sections of 
land, including the hot springs of said State. 

By Mr. KING, of New York : The petition of Samuel Ful- 
ler, for remnueration for losses sustained during the last 
war, &c. ; which, with the papers on file relating thereto, 
was referred to the Comm ttee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The petitionol Mrs. Salome Mey- 
ers, of Pennaylvania, for compensation on account of the 
revolutionary services of her late bu-band, Peter Meyers; 
a was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

aims. 


By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition and documents of Ann | 


M. Dornbach, a widow of a soldier of the Revolution, ask- 
for relief; which was referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee. 


Also, the documents of Reuben Taylor, a soldier of the | 


ution; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Susannah Carpenter ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 


By Mr. TIBBATTS: A petition of Philip R. Rice, of Ken- | 


tucky, praying to be paid the value of a vessel impressed 


into the service of the United States during the revolution- | 


ary war, and lost. 
Also, a petition of Alexander Conelly, late postmaster of 


Covington, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a law to | 
re 


und to him certain moneys collected of him by the Post 
Office Department. 

By Mr. STEENROD: The petition of 106 citizens of Bel- 
mont county, Ohio, requesting an appropriat on to erect a 
bridge over the Olno river, at the city of Wheeling. 

Also, the petition ef 257 citizens of Wueeling, Virginia, 
on the same subject; which were reiered to the Committee 
on Roads and Cauals. 





IN SENATE, 
Wepnespar, December 20, 1843. 
, The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of State, made agreeably 
to the act of August 16, 1842, accompanied by 


an account of such changes and modifications in || : : 
| ed by order of the other House at the last session. | 


the commercial systems of other nations, by 


treaties, duties on imports, and other regulations | 


as have come to the knowledge of the Depart- 
ment since the last annual report, 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and a motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented to the Senate 
a memorial from Henry W. Edwards and others, 
of the State of Connecticut, praying to be indem- 
nified for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to 1800; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a like memorial 
from Thomas W. Cutts and twenty-nine others, 
of Saco, Maine; which received the same ref- 
erence. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of || 


George Harrison and others, praying the settle- 


ment of a claim against the Government; which || 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 


president and directors of the Bank of Washing- | 
ton, praying for an extension of their charter; | 


which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from 


John Washington, of Fayette county, Pensyl- | 


vania, a descendant of the family of General 


George Washington, asking fora pension; which || 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Claims. 


Governor of Louisiana resolutions adopted b 


the Legislature of that State; which he presented, | 


as followrn: 


1. Resolution asking Congress to reorganize || 
the second regiment of dragoons, by remounting | 


them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


questing the Representatives from Louisiana to 
use their best exertions to have a law passed re- | 


funding to General Jackson the fine imposed on || 
him by Judge Hall at New Orleans; which was | 


referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
3. Resolution asking Congress to make an ap- | 
propriation for the purpose of removing the bar | 
at the mouth of Red River, in the State of Lou- 
isiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
4. Resolution instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representatives to introduce and | 
advocate some measure by which the expenses 
isiana may be reduced; which was referred to the’ 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





Mr. BARROW said he had received from the 


| PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


i; On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, it was 
Ordered, ‘Tirat the memorial of Captain W. A. Weaver, 
praying compensation for his services in superintending 
and comping the statistical returus of the sixth ceusus, 


be taken trom the files, and referred tv the Committee on 
| Claims. 


|| On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of James Rundlet, praying 
for remuneration for losses by the depreciation of the funds 
paid to him by the Government for supplies furnished dur- 
ing the late war with Great Britain, be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Commitiee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BREESE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of citizens of Racine, Wis- 
| consin Territory, on the subject of a post route trom Chi 

cago, via Independence Grove and Burton, Lake county, 
}| Tilinois, to Burlington, Racine county, Hingis, and the pa- 
pers accompanying the same, be taken from the files of the 
Senate, and reierred to the Coinmittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


1! BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill for 
| the relief of Pierre Menard and others; which 
| was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims. 
| REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 


tain duties, made an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


ISSUE OF STOCK. 


| Mr. WOODBRIDGE said they had laid on | 


their tables the other day a valuable report, print- 


| The report was drawn up by Mr. William Cost 


| tidal matter of great importance in connection with 
|| the sul.ject of an issue of §200,000,000 stock by 


| the Federal Government, ‘The number printed | 
_ of that report was not adequate to the wants of | 


| those who had recently become members of the 


| Senate. He therefore moved that an extra num- 
|| ber—say five hundred copies—of that document | 


| 


be printed. 
| Mr. KING expressed some surprise that a 
| proposition of this kind was made. He asked 


the Senate? and if not, whether a motion to print 
| it would be in order? ‘ 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the motion was not in order. It would, however, 
be in order for the Senator to move a resvlution 
| to procure the printing of it. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he would, at a con- 


venient time, prepare and submita resolution for 


printing of the report would cost but little. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


_ Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
\| rule: 

Resolred, That the Secretary of War be instructed to in- 
| form the Senate how many leases lave been execuled by 
the United States agent for the lead mines in Illinois and 
Wisconsin from the 4th of March, 1837, to the 4th of March, 
|| 1841; and how many since that time to the present time, 


j 

} 

| and salaries or other compensation of the agents employed 
lj by him i+ leasing said lands, and collecting the rents there 

of; the amount of rent collected trom the 4th of March, 
| 1841, up to the time of the la-t returns ; what quantity of 
| land has been leased, and how many persons, as near as 
| can be ascertained, are engaged in mining, in farming, or 
| in mining and farminggeon the same tract of land, in the so- 
| called mining district of Minois and Wisconsin: and, fur- 
ther, to report to the Senate if any difficulty has occurred, 


collecting the rent stipulated therefor. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table: 


ufactory on the Mississippi river, for the purchase and 
manufacture of domestic hemp for the use of the United 
States Navy. 


CHEROKEE BOARD. 


| Mr. JARNAGIN moved that the Senate take 
up for consideration the resolution submitted by 
him on the 1}th December, calling upon the Sec- 
retary of War to report to the Senate the trans- 
actions of the Board of Commissioners appointed 
to adjust claims arising under the Cherokee treaty. 

It was taken up and read. 

Mr. J. remarked that, inasmuch as there was 





| 

| 

i 

| 

j : . . 1} 
| Commerce, to which was referred the memorial || 
| of Enoch Baldwin, praying the refunding of cer- | 
1 


| Johnson. It contained a vast amount of statis- || 


The CHAIR replied that it was not; and that | 


the purpose. The type is still standing; and the | 


of the mineral lands therein; of the number, names, duties, || 


t ; g | nud what, in leasing said lands, or any part thereof, and in | 
2. Resolution instructing the Senators and re- | 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- | 
|| rected to inquire into the expediency of establishing a man- | 
/ 


| some objection by Senators to the matter, as wel] 
| as the phraseology, of the resolution, he had pre. 
| pared a substitute; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be directed io com. 
municate to the Senate answers to the following inquiries. 
1. Was the Board of Commissioners, authorized and pro. 
| vided for by the seventeenth article of the Cherokee treaty 
of 1835-36, dissolved in the spring of 1839 by order of the 
War Department, or did it adjourn, having compileied the 
| business of the commission? Was it reorganized in Sep. 
tember, 1842, and at whose instance? Where has it hejg 
| its sessions, and how long at each place? How many per. 
| sons have composed and been attached to said board, ang 
| what has been the expense of said board, including salaries 
and other incidental charges? What was the cost to the 
| Government of the former board, and hew long was it jg 
session? What were the instructions given by the War 
| Department to the new board, at and after its organization 
as to its business and jurisdiction ? F 
2. When the board was first organized in the year 1835 
| were not the funds appropriated to pay the clims adjudi- 
cated placed in the hands of a disbursing officer, with in- 
| Structions to pay upon the certificates issued by the board; 
|| and were not payments so made in every instance ? 
|| 3. What amount of certificates were issued by the old 
|! board, and paid by the disbursing officers of the Govern. 
| ment?) Were any of its awards or decrees revised or mod. 
ified by the Secretary of War or other officer? 
|| 4. Since the reorganization of the Cherokee Board, in 
| September, 1842, have the certificates issued by the com. 
| missioners, or their decrees, been paid as were the certif. 
| ieates issued by the former board ; and does an order now 
| existin the War Department, that the certificates issued 
| by the commissioners must be submitted to the Secretary 
of War for allowance or rejection; and if any portion be 


| 
i 
| 
| 
|| allowed, it must be paid upon a separate requisition issued 
| by him in each ease? If this be sa, the Secretary will com- 
miunicate to the Senate the law or authority by which this 
| power is conferred upon his Deparunent. 
| 5. Whatamount of claims was adjudicated and paid by 
| the former, and what amount has been adjudicated by the 
|| board now in existence? What number and amount of 
|) awards mare by the latter have been allowed and paid by 
|| the Department, and what number have been disallowed 
or suspended ? 
The question was taken, and the substitute 
| was adopted. 
The following resolution, submitted December 
|| 11, by Mr. Jannacty, was taken up and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
|| hereby is, directed to furnish a statement to the Senate of 
the amount of money paid out of the Treasury on certif- 
ieates issued by the Board of Commissioners appointed in 
September, 1842, under the seventeenth article of the Cher- 
okee treaty of 1835-36 ; the date when such payments were 
|) made, and whether said certificates were paid in whole or 
| in part; and if paid only in part, that he state by what au- 
thority, or under what law, any portion of the money which 
|| appears to be due to the several claimants upon the face of 
said certificates has been withheld, ee 


The CHAIR remarked that there was no fur- 
ther business on the table; whereunon, 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Sen- 
| ate adjourned. F 





1 
i HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
] Wepnespayr, December 20, 1843. 


Prayer by the Rev. J. S. Trnsier, Chaplain to 
the House. 





WESTERN ARMORY. 

|| On motion of Mr. BOYD, the President’s mes- 
| sage transmitting the report of the Board of Com- 
| missioners appointed to select a site fora western 
| armory, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

f NOTICES OF BILLS. 

| Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he 





|| would, to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill 
i to establish a port of entry at Chicago, State of 
|| Iilinois. 

|| Mr. JAMESON, gave notice that, to-morrow, 
|| or as soon thereafter as practicable, he would ask 
‘| leave to introduce a bill granting preémption 
| rights to actual settlers on public lands. 

Mr. BIDLACK gave notice that he would, to- 
|, morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill to establish 
|| a national foundery, for the fabrication of cannon 
{\ for the Army and Navy of the United States. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, pursuant 
to notice, introduced a bill entitled ‘* A bill direct- 
1 ing the conditional transfer of the stock held by 
| the United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio 
|| Canal Company to the State of Maryland and 
} the cities of Washington, Georgetown, and Alex- 


} 
it 


andria, so as to secure the early completion of the 
| canal to Cumberland;’’ which was read twice, 
‘| and committed to the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals. . 
1 Mr. HOUSTON, pursuant to notige heretofore 
'| given, introduced a bill entitled * 


to reduce 
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1843 
and graduate the price of the public lands in favor I 
of the settlers and cultivators;’’ which was read | 
twice, and ordered to be committed to the Com- || 
mittee on Public Lands, and to be printed. 

Mr. JAMESON asked leave to introduce two 
pills, notice of which had been previously given 
by him; but objections being made, they were not 
offered. 





OREGON TERRITORY. 
Mr. WENTWORTH introduced the following || 


resolution: 1] 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- || 
quested to communicate to this House, if, in his opinion, | 
consistent with the public interest, all the correspondence | 
between this Government or any other Power, in relation | 
tothe discovery, possession, title, and boundary of the Ore- | 
gon Territory. 


FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL presented a memorial | 
of some of the inhabitants of Florida, contesting | 
the right of the Delegate [Mr. Levy] to a seat in |! 
the House; and as he perceived the gentleman | 
from Florida was in his seat, he wished the ques- | 
tion to be disposed of; and therefore he moved || 
that it be referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. LEVY inquired what was the precise |) 
prayer of the petition. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL said he believed it was || 
that the question should be taken up, and finally 
disposed of; but the memorial was a brief one, | 
and might be read. 

The Clerk read the memorial, and it appeared 
to set forth the history of this contest during the || 
Twenty-Seventh Congress, when Mr. Levy’s seat || 
was contested, on the ground that he was an alien, 
and therefore not eligible to a seat in the House 
of Representatives of the United States, and pray- | 
ing, as the last Congress did not finally dispose 
of the question, that the present House would take | 
it up, and settle the point in controversy. To | 
the memorial there were appended twenty-one sig- 
natures. 

Mr. LEVY said he could notallow the subject | 
to pass to a reference without remark. He had 
supposed that the recent decisive arbitrament of | 
this question by the people would have been || 
treated as final. After a unanimous judgment || 
of the highest judicial tribunal of Florida direct- || 
ly upon the point; after a direct decision of the | 
executive department of the Government of this | 
Union, acting upon the written advice of the At- || 
torney General; after a deliberate decree, twice || 
pronounced by a mass jury of the country, (the | 
people of Florida,) it was reasonable to have been || 
expected that the agitators of this matter would || 
have rested fromtheir malignlabors. It seemed, || 
however, that afew restless individuals were still | 
dispossed to harp upon the matter. He quite | 
well understood the movement, and he hoped he || 
would be excused by the House for saying, that | 
he could not use language strong enough to ex- |. 
press the deep and utter scorn, the unmitigated || 
contempt, which he felt towards the movers and | 
their motives. 

Before dismissing the subject, he would take | 
occasion to say that the issue is falsely stated in 
that memorial. His rights as acitizen had never 
been rested upon the narrow and unimportant is- 
sue therein presented, but upon much higher and |, 
broader grounds. They rest upon the inviola- | 
ble obligations of a treaty, and the sanctity of a | 
judicial decree. They rest, and rest securely, 
as he confidently felt, upon the firm foundations 
of natural and constitutional right and of naTion- || 
AL Honor. And when the day comes upon which | 
the solemn and recognized acts of public officers | 
of this Government, touching the delicate and 
inappreciable relation of citizen and country, are 
brought up, after a lapse of twenty-odd "years, | 
for wanton repudiation, by the national Represent- | 
atives, he should cease—sorrowfully cease—to 
covet the distinction of American citizenship. 
When coop rairn shall depart this Government, | 
with it will have passed away all that forms the | 
basis of patriotism; all that in verity constitutes | 
the citizen—love and veneration for the institu- | 
tions and sympathy with the people of one’s | 
country. ] 
_ Mr. L. said he had been doubting what direc- | 
tion to ask the House to give to this subject. In | 

8 Opinion, the Judiciary Committee was the 
most appropriate. There is nv person contesting | 
his right to his seat; no one disputing the fullness | 
and sufficiency of bis election. If the proceeding | 





be gone into at all, it must be by the House, for its 


| tled to a seat here. 


|| hands, and by the House. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was of opinion that | 
the reference to the Election Committee was a | 


|| have their petition respectfully treated. 


| tion*that did not involve a judicial question; and 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


own satisfaction, to preserve the integrity of its 
own body. The first question upon which, for 


| this purpose, the House would require to be de- 


cided, is one of a purely judicial nature—to wit, 


+ the legality of the proceedings of citizenship; and | 
| if the Judiciary Committee were of the opinion | 


that he was nota citizen, then it would be for the | 
Comunittee of Privileges and Elections to report | 
whether, under the circumstances, he was enti- | 
He would leave it, however, | 
to the House to adopt its pleasure in the matter, | 
and would decline, therefore, any distinct motion | 
at present. 
Mr. L. said he could not refrain from adding 
another observation; and, in what he was about | 
to say, he would by no means design to include | 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 
whose uniform kindness and liberality were so 
conspicuous, and who was only, on this occasion, | 
performing what he deemed a duty—but he could 
not refrain from saying that he felt well assured, 


| from his knowledge of the principal movers in 


this matter, that the motive was simply and sin- 


|| gly to embarrass him, if they could, in his hum- 


ble efforts to be useful to the generous constitu- | 


| ency whose confidence he was proved to possess. 


There was nota spark of sincerity in the motives 
by which they profess to be animated. If they 
were sincere, he would deem their application 
more entitled to respectful treatment at his own | 


proper one. He also defended his presentation | 
of the memorial, as it was the right of the inhab- 
itants of Florida to petition this House, and to 


Mr. LEVY said the case rested on document- 
ary evidence; and he reiterated his opinion that 


it was solely a case for the consideration of the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. A. V. BROWN rose to submit a motion, 


| which he thought would be a proper one in ref- | 
So far as the right of | 


erence to this memorial. 
petition was concerned, that right was consum- 


mated; and the motion he was about to make | 
would not interfere with that right in the slightest | 
He moved to lay the memorial on the | 
table, leaving it in the power of the House, at | 
| some future period, to take it up if it were thought | 
He recapitulated the various decis- | 
ions of this case, and more especially referred | 


degree. 


necessary. 


to the reélection of the Delegate from Florida by 


the people of that Territory, as an affirmation of | 
No new | 


the Delegate’s right to his seat there. 
facts were set forth that were not before the last 


Congress; nor was any irregulavity in the last | 


election complained of. It was the same old ques- 


tion of citizenship, on which testimony was fur- | 





nished to the late Congress of the United States; | 
and he thought another reference of this question | 
to the Committee of Elections was unnecessary. | 


| He desired now, by his motion, to lay the whole 


subject on the table of the House; and if any new | 


facts should be discovered, the House could act 
upon them hereafter. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, requested the gen- | 


tleman to withdraw his motion for a moment, in | 


order to allow him to make a few observations. | 
The notion that the Committee of Elections had | 


| nothing to do with judicial questions connected 
| with election contests seemed to him a novel doc- | 


trine. There never was a case of contested elec- | 


there had never been one decided in that House | 


| in which the committee had not exercised judicial | 


functions. He denied the position altogether that 
the business of the committee consisted only in | 
collecting facts: it belonged to them, as a part of | 


| their duty, to decide upon the law of the case; and | 
| the committee, in all cases, should be selected | 
| with a view to the performance of this duty. In 


the present case, he believed they had been 80 | 
selected; for he believed every member of that | 
committee was by profession a lawyer. He be- 
lieved they were gentlemen of great legal ability, | 
and fully qualified to determine upon all cases 
which might be brought before them. | 

During the last Congress, the seat of his ex- | 
cellent friend from Fiorida had been contested, | 
and the question had been left undetermined; and | 
the petition now before the House prayed that | 
the case might be again taken up, and a judgment — 


1 


55 


— = 


rendered. He affirmed that it was not competent 


for the House now to take up the question, and 
decide upon it. Time had decided it. The gen- 
tleman now came here under a new authority. 
He had occupied the seat which was then con- 
tested for the full term allotted to him; and he 
now came to this House under a different and dis- 
tinct authority. The petition, as he understood 
it, referred to the former election, and not the 
present one. It seemed to him, therefore, that, 
if the petition should be now referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, that committee would have 
to report upon a matter which was coram non ju- 
dice. In his opinion, the question could not again 
come up. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to say a single word 
upon the subject, inasmuch as he had beena mem- 
ber of the Committee of Elections in the last Con- 
gress. A memorial similar to the sone now pre- 
sented was referred to the Committee of Elections 
at the called session, he helieved—at which time 
he was not a member of the committee—and after 
some investigation of the question submitted to 
their consideration, further time was asked by 
the gentleman from Florida, and at the next ses- 
sion additional testimony was brought in and laid 
before the committee. That committee, if he rec- 
ollected aright, was composed of nine members, 
six of whom were opposed, politically, to the 
gentleman from Florida, and three were bis polit- 
ical friends. 

He desired to say a word, also, with regard to 
one or two allegations set forth in the memorial. 
In the first place, it stated that a large mass of tes- 
timony had been taken, and laid before the House 
in the report of the committee, for the purpose of 
mystifying the case, which would otherwise have 
been peifectly clear. He would not undertake 
to say what the object of the Delegate was in pro- 
ducing that testimony; but he would say, as far 
as the committce were concerned, the allegation 
of the memorial was altogether incorrect and un- 
true. He would not pretend to say whether it was 
the object of the memorialists to impeach the ac- 
tion of the committee; he only knew the fact that 
the committee consisted of six members opposed 
to the gentleman from Florida, and three who 
were of the same politics, 

And now, a word upon the subject of the re- 
port that was made by that committee. The 
memorial went on to say that there were contrary 
reports. It was quite certain that the majority 
reported in favor of the Delegate retaining his 
seat; and the very fact that that report laid over 
without any action of the House being had upon 
it, certainly went a great length towards confirm- 
ing it, and confirming the ttle of the member to 
his seat. ‘There was one other allegation in the 
memorial to which he desired to call the attention 
of the House; it was one which was not couched, 
he thought, in such language as should be ad- 
dressed to that House. It had been properly re- 
marked by the gentleman from Kentucky, that it 
was the duty of the committee to decide all ques- 
tions of law arising out of the facts disclosed in 
the testimony before them, in the same manner 
as the Committee on the Judiciary, or any other 
committee, would do. The committee, as he 
conceived, had proceeded according to law; but 
here he found charged against them that they re- 
ceived ex parte testimony, and that, without no- 
tice to the opposing parties of the fact; and that 
they adjudicated and determined upon such ex 
parte testimony, and submitted to the House their 
report founded thereon. He did not recollect 
precisely what the facts were in reference to that 
allegation, but he recollected distinctly this much, 
as jar as regarded himself and the rp of the 
committee—and in fact he believed almost every 
member of the committee: their object was to 
carry out the principles of law and justice, not 
only in the report they made, but in all parts’of 
the investigation. Sv far, then, as the allegation 
to which he had referred was concerned, it was 
totally without foundation. But what was pro- 

oni by the memorial which was now presented ? 

as it that the matter shouid be taken up and 
readjudicated ? The memorialists state that ‘they 
cannot doubt that the testimony taken in the 
case, if divested of irrelevant matter, will sustain 
the prayer of the petition.”’ They of course have 
a perfect right to differ with him, and with the 
committee of last Congress, in opinion; but what 
was to be attained by a rcinvestigation of the 
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matter? What wasto be the course of proceeding? || notice that he would move his amendment as a | 
Would they have to travel over the same road || distinct proposition. 

traveled by the committee before? Wouldthey |) Mr, DAVIS, of Kentucky, replied that that 
have to go over all the evidence? And he would | 


December 20, 


_ The SPEAKER replied that the first business 
| in order would be the resolution of the gentleman 
|, to amend the Journal. 
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ask to what other conclusion could they come | 
than the former committee had come to, upon the | 
same testimony? And if they decided to reject || 


a portion of the testimony, would they decide 
upon the remainder, without giving the Delegate 


an opportunity of justifying himself? If the case 
as if it |) 
There | 
were other objections to the memorial; bat he did | 


were taken up at all, it must be taken up 
had never been before a committee at all. 


not think that it required any refutation on the 
part of the committee; on the contrary, he thought 


the course pursued by the gentleman from Ten- || 
nessee was the proper one, in moving to lay the | 
No good could possibly 1 

d | 


subject on the table. 
result from the investigation of a case which ha 


been already disposed of. Ifthe gentleman frou | 


Tennessee desired it, he would renew the motion 
to lay the subject upon the table. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said the gentleman || 


from Alabama seemed to consider the memorial 
distespectfal to the House. He would be good 
enough to recollect that it referred to a former 
House. He would be responsible for the language 
of the memorial, that it should be perfectly dec- 
orous and respectful to the Houre, 


of in no other than the ordinary way. All that 
he desired was that the House should treat the 


ease in the ordinary way, and not forestall the | 
action of the committee, or form a hasty judg- | 


ment upon the bare suggestion of an individual 
member. 

Mr. HOUSTON simply desired to say that, as 
to forestalling the action of the House, he did not 
think it could be called forestalling the action of 
the House to dispose of the application of the 
memorialists by laying it upon the table. As the 


report of the committee of the last Congress was | 


in favor of the Delegate, and as it had been passed 
over without any additional action on the part of 


the House, it was in some degree confirming the | 


report that the Delegate was entitled to his seat. 
This fact, together with the fact that the present 
petition prays nothing new or different, (ouly that 
the Delegate should be ousted,) served to convince 
him that the proper course would be to lay the 
memorial upon the table. He then renewed the 


motion; and the question being put, and curried | 


in the affirmative, 

Mr. LEVY then asked the House to receive 
and adopt the following resolution; but the House 
refused to consider it: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judicinry be di- 
rected to inquire and report to this House upon the validity 


of the procerdings under which the claim of Davip Levy 
to citizenship of the United States accrued. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, inquired what was | 


the business now before the House ? 


The SPEAKER replied that the business next ! 


in order would be the consideration of the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Davis.) 

_ The resolution was read by the Clerk as fol- 
lows: ' ; 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections do inquire 
Fey iw anh whether or not Messrs. Edmund Burke, Joho 
R. » Moses Norris, jr., and John P. Hale, members 
of this. House from the Stare of New Hampshire ; Hugh A. 
Haralson, Absalom Chappell, John H. Lumpkin, Howell 
ce Mian H. Stiles, Alexander Uf, Stephens, aud Ed- 
ward J. 


and James M. Hughes, inembers 


Bowlin, James H. Reife, 
House from the State of Missouri ; and Jacob Thomp- 


oe qinnuibte of this House from the State of Missis-ippi, 
have been elected in contormity to the Constitution and the 
law, and whether they are entitied te retain their seats as 
members of this House for the Twenty Bighth Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, demanded the pre- 
vious question u 
the House would act upon it without further de- 
bate or delay. 

Some discussion here arose as to the disposi- 
tion which had been made of the amendments 
which had been proposed to that resolution. 

The SPEAKER announced that there were no 
amendments pending. 

Mr. KENNEDY said he could not conceive 
how the original mover could so modify his res- 
olution as to cut off the amendment which he had 
offered. If it wire so; Lowever; bé how gave 


| 
i} 


It seemed | 
to him, then, that the memorial shouid be disposed || 





| 


lack, members of this House from the State of | 
; John Jameson, Gustavus M. Bower, James B. 


| 
n the resolution, and he hoped 


was not a matter for him to determine. His 
greater 
than it already possessed under the rules. 
| Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved to lay the res- 
olution on the table, so as to let the Committee 
of Elections take cognizance of the subject under 
the rules. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, asked for the yeas 
and 1 on the question, 
| Bie. 
resolution; and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL here submitted the 
following amendment, which he wished to be 


House: 


Resolved, That all elections for Representatives in the 
| Twenty-Eighth Congress, except those which hav 


| operative and void. 


Resolved, ‘hat the consideration of the above resolution 


and that it be made the special order for that day. 


| 
|| Mr. C. JOHNSON wished to inquire of the |, 
Chair, befure the question was put, whether the | 


credentials of all the members were not, under 


He desired the rule on this subject to be read. 
The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: 
“Tt shall be the duty of the Committee of Elections to 


morials contesting the seats of embers as may be referred 
to them by the House.”’ 


Mr. C. JOHNSON then, at the request of 


resolution on the table. 
The motion for the previous question coming 





of making an explanation. 


nit 
Rr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, refusing # with- || 
|| draw the call, 
The question was taken on seconding the call | 
for the previous question, and carried—ayes 61, | 
|| noes 57. 
There being a second, the question was next 


| taken on ordering the main question, and carried 


'| —ayesa eighty, noes not counted. 
|| ‘The main question was then put on the adop- 


tion of the resolution, and the 


eas and nays, at 
the instance of Mr. Davis, of 


entucky, having 


|| been ordered, resulted—yeas 148, nays 32; as 


| follows: 


Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Buffington, 
| Burke, Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Augustus A. Chapman, 
| Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, Da- 


| na, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean. 
| Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Douglas, | 


Deberry, Dellet, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Eimér. Fariee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, 


| 
| Foster, French, Frick, Gilmer, Willis Green, Byram Green, | 
Harper, Hays, || 


Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hanilin, Hardin, 
Henley. Arrrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hudson, Hunger ford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Cbaries J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jeaks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Preston King, 
Daniet P. King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
McClelland, McCiernand, McConnell, Melivaine, MeKay, 
Mathews, Moore, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Moxe- 
ley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Norris. Owen, Parmenter, Pat- 
terson, Peuit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. 


Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, David 8. Reid, | 
Relfe, Ritter, Rovers, Russell, St. John. Sample, Saunders, | 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. || 


Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Johu T. Smith, Su-phens, 


Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Stone, Strong, || 


Sykes, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, 


Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton. White, || 


Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, Woodward, William 
Wright, and Yost—148. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Edward J. Black, James A. 
Black, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron V. 
Brown, Jereminh Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Catlin, Chappell, 
Cc Cullom, Haralson. Hughes, Jameson, Andrew Jobn- 
son, W. Jones, Keunedy, Lumpkin, McCausien, 
Maclay, McDowell, Reding, Rebinson, Simpson, Slidell, 
Steenrod, Stiles, and Taylor—32. 


So the resolution was adopted. 
AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BARNARD inquired what wes the busi- 
néss before the Houdé 


opinion was, that the resolution did confer a | 
ower on the Committee of Elections | 


HOMPSON called for the reading of the || 


received as a substitute for the one before the | 


been | 
held by Districts composed of contiguous territory, equal || 
in number to the number of Representatives to which each || 


|| State respectively is entitled, are hereby deciared to be in- |, not be in order; the question being on the recep- 


be po-tponed until Tuesday. the 2d day of January, 1844; | 


examine and report upon the certificates of elections, and || 
other credentials, of all the members returned to this House ; | 
and to take into their consideration such petitionsand me- | 


several members, withdrew his motion to lay the | 


up, 
| Mr. ELMER requested Mr. Davis, of Ken- | 
_tucky, to withdraw it, to allow him an opportu- || 





YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Barrineer, Barnard, Bel- || 
|| ser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bossier, || 


|| Dillingham, Douglas, Dunia 





den, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, White, and 


The resolution was thén read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Journal of yesterday, in that par, 
which relates to the resolution and amendment offered by 
Mr. Barnarp on Tuesday last, the 5th instant, the Motion 
of Mr. Grumer tostrike out a part of the resolution, and the 
vote by veas and nays taken yesterday on that motion, be 
amended, so as to state the question as follows: 

The part of the resolution of Mr. BarNaRD proposed to be 
stricken out was in the following words, namely: 

And that the Journal be further amended, by inserting 
the following paper, as that offered to be read, to wit: 
(Here follows the protest. ] 


The SPEAKER stated that the question of re. 
ception having been raised, the question before 


the House would now be, ** Shall the resolution 
be received ?”’ 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired to know if g 


| motion to postpone this question, to allow him to 
| move that the 


ouse resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, would be in order? 
The SPEAKER said that such a motion would 


tion of the motion. If the motion should be 
received, it would then be in order to move to 
| postpone it. 

Mr. STEENROD asked if it would be in order 
| to move to lay the question of reception on the 


|| table ? 
the rules, referred to the Committee of Elections, | 
jand whether it was not the duty of said commit- | 
tee to take them all under their consideration? | 


The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. STEENROD then moved to lay the ques- 
tion of reception on the table. 

Mr. BELSER asked whether, afterthis House 


|| had twice solemnly refused to receive this paper, 


| it could be properly offered now ? 

The SPEAKER said that the House would 
decide the question on the question of reception, 
| The question now before the House was on lay- 
ing the question of reception on the table: 

Mr. BELSER. Will the decision of that ques- 
| tion, by yeas and nays, carry the paper on the 
Journal ? 

The SPEAKER said that it would not; the 
| paper not being it, the possession of the House. 
r. BARNARD begged to suggest to the Chair 
that there was no motion to receive. 

The SPEAKER replied that such a motion was 
made a few days ago. 

After afew words between the SPEAKER, 
Mr. BARNARD and Mr. HOPKINS, the ques- 
tion was stated to be this: The question being 
| **shall the paper be received ?’’ a motion was 
| made to lay the question of reception on the ta- 
ble; and that question now recurred. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays 
| on the question of laying on the table; and they 
taken, resulted—yeas 


were ordered; and being 
| 116, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Beardsley, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Biack, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Buffington, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary,Catlin, Reubeut Chapman, Au- 
gustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cebb, Cross, Cul- 
lom, Dana, Daniel, Richard 1). Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, 
Eimer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fos- 
| ter, French, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson Hays, 

Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
*bell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave 

Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
| Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Mc- 
| Causien, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConneil, 
| McDowell, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Joseph Morris, Mur- 
iy, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, 
thbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relie, Ritter, Robinson, 
| Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
| L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, 
| Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John 





|| Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, 


Vater renwenth, Williams, Wise, Woodward, and . 

Yost—116. . 

NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Barringer, Barnard, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Chilton, ¢ Jingman, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, 
Florenee, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, 
| Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph 

R. Ingersoll. Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. 
| King, McTivaine, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Nes, New- 

ton, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
| Charles fi Regt. Rogers, Semple, Schenck, Raoes, ct 

erance, Albert Smith, Stephens, Thomasson » ae 
yi op Veta Winthrop—59. 


So the motion to lay on the table prevailed. 
ABOLITION PETITIONS. 

The SPEAKER stated that the calling of the 
| roll of States for petitions was the next business 
| in order; and he remarked that when this order 

of business was last before the House, a petition 
| was Offered by the gentleman from M a 
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—_— 
satts, (Mr. Apams,]} which the Chair was of opin- 
on came Within the rule forbidding the reception | 
of certain petitions. The opportunity which was | 
afforded him by the adjournment of the House | 
pad enabled him to examine the subject much | 
more satisfactorily than he had the power to do | 








at the time the petition was offered; and he found | 
as far as precedent went, that petitions of this 
character could be entertained y the House. | 
Upon an examination of the rule o the House if | 
reference to abolition petitions, he found the rule | 
to be this: that no petitions praying for the abo- | 
jition of slavery in the District of Columbia, or in | 


any of the States of the Union where slavery now || 


exists, or for the suppression of the slave trade | 
among the States, should be received or enter- 


tained in any manner whatsoever. The prayer |) debate the subject of these petitions. 


of this petition was, that Congress would pass 
such laws, or propose such amendments of the | 


Constitution of the United States, as would sep- || 


arate forever the petitioners and the people of 


New York from domestic slavery; and it now ap- |, 
eared to the Chair that the memorial did not | 
come within the letter of the rule; and as it was || 
a rule that was restrictive in its character, the |, 


Chair did not feel at liberty to give it an interpre- 
tation beyond that which the rule itself would in- 
dicate. Upon consideration, therefore, the Chair 
decided that the petition did not come within the | 
operation of the rule. 
Mr. ADAMS moved that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON objected to the reception | 
of the petition; for he conceived it, in effect, to | 
amount to a petition for adissolution of the Union, | 





Mr. ADAMS denied that the gentleman from 
Tennessee had given a true interpretation of the 
petition. [twas a memorial praying for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, and not for a dissolution 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said, as the question of recep- 
tion had been raised, that question must be first 
disposed of, 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to lay the question | 
of reception on the table. 

Mr ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, asked, for his own 
information, whether, if the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi was carried, it would not | 
carry with it to the table the petition also? and 
whether thus the petition would not be received | 
by the House ? , 

[Cries of ** No!” ** No!?’] 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not carry 
with ita paper which had never been in posses- 
sion of the House. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired that the petition 
should be reed, that they might know what its 
contents were. 

The Clerk accordingly read the petition, which 
set forth that the undersigned petitioners, inhab- 
itants of the State of New York, earnestly desir- 
ing that they should be freed from all connection 
with domestic slavery, respectfully — the 
House of Representatives to pass such laws, and 
propose such amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, as shall forever separate the 
people of New York from all connection with 
slavery. ; 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and, 





being taken, resulted—yeas 97, nays 80; as fol- || decided that this 


lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, Ed- 
ward J. Black, James Biack, Blackwell, Bossier, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, 
Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben 


Clapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Cling- | 


man, Clinton, Cobb, Culliom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Deilet, Dickinson, Dougtas, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Gilmer, Wiliis Green, Haralson, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes. Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jameson,Cave Jolmson, Andrew Johnson, George 
V. Jones, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, Lump- 
kin, MeCausien, Maciay, MeClernand, McConnell, Me- 
»well, McKay, Mathews, Moore, Josepli Morris, Murphy, 
Newton, Norris, Peyton, Emery D. Potter, David 8. Heidt 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, 
Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stoue, Strong, Taylor, 
homasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Weller, *Went- 
worth, Wilkins, Wise, Woodward, and Yost—97. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Barnard. Beardsley, 
Benton, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington. Caty, Carroll, Catlin, 
rollamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. Dav's, Dickey, Dil. 
ingbam, Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Hlorence, Foot, 
Priek, Giddings, Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hardin, Harper, Hertick, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 


which he should object to at any time. 
| 


a 


| 
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I Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 


| 
| 


'| Robinson, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Severance, Thomas 


| 
j 








Mr. ADAMS. Has the Chair also decided that || appeal on the table. 
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Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, | Congress, it hes been decided that where Eaeiens 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, McClelland, Metivaine, Edward J. | COMt@in matter which comes within the rule, and 
Morris, Moseley, Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, | Matter which does not, the latter shall be received 
Pheonix. Elisha K. Potter, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, | and referred. He would, therefore, state what 
parts of this petition did not, in his opinion, con- 
| flict with the rule, in order that the Speaker might 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, | decide whether he was correct or not in that opin- 
Winthrop, and Joseph A. Wright—80. ion. The first prayer was that Congress would 
Mr. ADAMS presented various petitions on | pass some law confessing our national sins, 
the subject of slavery {laughter.] Sir, (said Mr. A.,) this petition 
The SPEAKER ruled them out of order. comes from two hundred and twenty-six respect- 
Mr. ADAMS said he had plenty more of the |! able people of Illinois; it is no idle paper, and 
same description, with hundreds of thousands of | deserves to be treated with respect. The second 
signatures. | prayer was that Congress would pass a law, ac- 
The SPEAKER remarked to the gentleman | knowledging the dominion of Jesus Christ. The 
from Massachusetts that it was not in order to | third prayer was that Congress should pass a 
, law defining what the law of God is. And the 
Mr. ADAMS. Ido not debate it, sir. | fourth prayer was for such an amendment of the 
mit with lamb-like patience. || Constitution as would secure to all the people in 
Mr. A. then presented a petition against the || the United States the self-evident truths contained 
admission into this Union of Texas, or of any | in the Declaration of Independence—the right to 
State which tolerates slavery. | life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. He 
The SPEAKER decided that the petition was || was afraid the Speaker would decide the last 
inadmissible. prayer to be within the rule; but he wished the 
Mr. ADAMS contended that it did not come | petition read at large, in order that the House 
within the rule, inasmuch as it did not pray the || might judge for itself. 
abolition of slavery. He would be ufder the Mr. WISE objected to the reading of the peti- 
necessity of taking an appeal from this decision | tion. 
of the Chair, fur he preferred to have a direct || Mr. ADAMS saida few words in explanation; 
vote of the House upon the question of reception |, when 
rather than to have these petitions rejected inthe | The SPEAKER desired him to state again the 
indirect method of getting rid of them which the |, prayer which he supposed to come within the 
House seemed so anxious to adopt; that is to | rule. 
say, by a motion first not to receive, and then by i This being done, 
a motion to lay the subject upon the table. He |} Mr. HARALSON objected to the reception of 
would rather the petitions should be rejected by a || the petition; not because of its coming within the 
direct vote by yeas and nays, than by the arbitrary | rule, but on the grounds that the parts of it which 
decision of the Speaker. He would, therefore, || did not come within the rule were disrespectful to 
take an appeal. an American Legislature, as implying that they 
Mr. HOPKINS inquired whether, under the | did not entertain a proper respect for the Christian 
24th rule of the House, the petition must not, as | religion. It was high time, he thought, that the 
a matter of necessity, go over to another day, | House should maintain that respect which was 
because the appeal would lead to debate ? || due to it, and which, it seemed to him, was lost 
The SPEAKER stated that it certainly ap- | sight of while they were receiving petitions im- 
peared clear to him that if the original question | plying that they did not acknowledge the suprem 
was not debatable, any collateral matter arising || acy of the Savior of mankind. 
out of the main question could not be debated, but | Mr. ADAMS said that, as the gentleman ob- 
must follow the rule applicable to the principal | jected to receiving the petition, he desired him to 
question, and go over. : | state his objection in writing. 
Mr. ADAMS. I submit, then; that leaves the The SPEAKER said that if a debate arose on 
question pending. the petition, it must go over, under the rules of 
Mr. WISE inquired what became of the peti- | the House. 
tion in the mean time, if the debate laid over. He Mr. ADAMS made afew remarks not distinctly 
contended that the decision of the Chair was er- | heard; when 
roneous. A question of order could not be laid || Mr. HOPKINS insisted that the petition must 
over; it must be taken instanter, upon the very |, go over, under the rules. 
day upon which it is made. There was nothing || Mr. WISE asked if the Speaker had decided 
to lay over; there was no subject-matter in this | that the question of reception was open. 
instance, and therefore the rule could not apply. || The SPEAKER said he had decided that, as 
Mr. HOPKINS said it seemed to him that his | the question of reception had given rise to debate, 
colleague gave to the rule a construction of which | it must go over. 
it was not susceptible. Mr. WISE said the question of reception giving 
Mr. WISE appealed from the decision of the || rise to debate was not provided for under the rules. 








H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, 


I sub- 








Chair. | It was when a petition itself, and not the question 

The SPEAKER observed that there was an | of reception, gave rise to debate, that it must go 

— already pending. || over. He must appeal, hgpaid, from the decision 
r. WISE, after some remarks, repeating the || of the Chair. 


objections he had already made to the decision 
of the Chair, withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he understood the | 
petition to be against the annexation of Texas to | 
the Union. He wished to know if the Chair had | 
petition came within the 23d 





Mr. HOPKINS hoped, as he made the objec- 
tion originally, he might be indulged with making 
a few remarks. He would not detain the House, 
and should not go into the merits of the petition, 
nor allude to it at all. 

| The SPEAKER said that the petition having 
| given rise to debate, the question must go over. 
Mr. STRONG moved to lay the question and 


rule. 
The SPEAKER said he had so decided. 


it is to go over? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. ADAMS then presented a petition froma 
number of citizens of Ohio, praying Congress to 
keep Texas out of the Union. He hoped this pe- 
tition was not within the 23d rule. 

The SPEAKER said the petition was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of James | 
Walsh and two hundred and twenty-six others, | 


On motion, the House adjourned. 
| The following petitions were presented under a rule of 
the House, and appropriately referred : 

By Mr. BROWN, of Indiana: The petition of sundry eit- 
|| izens of Marion and Hamilton counties, Ladiama, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Indianapolis, via 
|, Broad Ripple, Bethlehem, Westfield, Sheffield, to Peru; 
| whieh ws referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of William Gray, praying 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 





residents of Washington county, Illinois. There | mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

were, he said, a number of prayers in this petition; |, By Mr. STEENROD? The petition of two hundred and 
f which. he feared. the Speaker | thirty-nine citizens of Ross and other counties, requesting 

wae Cr mre © Pas , P || the erection of a bridge over the Chio river at Wheeling, 

would decide to be within the 23d rule. But, |) Virginia, and for other purposes. _% 

besides these, there were one or two prayers of || Also, ipa ot cen preerel OF ae ee eee 
: sie _ | county, Virginia, requesting a over the Olno river a 

deep and grave import, which tre hoped the Speak | Wheeling, Virginia 

By Mz. FOSTER: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, praying for the pas 


er would not decide as coming within che rule. 
Now, according to the precedents of a former 
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cage of a jaw granting pensions for life to the widows of 
revolutionary soldiers who were entitled to the benefit of 
the acts of 7th July, 1838, and 3d March, 1243; which was 
relerred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 


Also, the petition of Robert Graham, praying for compen- | 


sation for a private land claim: which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of William Saunders, of 
Bedford county, Virginia, for relief, 28 a surety of Wiiliam 
Estes, a postmaster; of Richard Poliard, late Chargé d’Af 
faires at Chili, asking for remuneration for losses sustained 
by him, while a public officer, in the negotiation of certain 
bills; whieh were both referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of James 
Blair and of two hundred and fifty six others, of Indiana, 
asking that Congress would 
the vacant land lying in the 
ana, for the purpose of continuing the Wabash and Erie ca- 
nal from Terre Haute to Evansville, Indiana, on the Ohio 
river. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of the President and 
trustees of the State University of Indiana, setting forth that 
a certain township of land heretofore conveyed to the Uni- 
versity, fell short four thoasand acres—that amount having 
been sold out of said towoship before its conveyance tor 
the use of the University—-and praying that Congress grant 
to the University lands equivalent to these lands thus lost, 
contrary to the intention of Congress, to the institution. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Mrs. Sarah Jack- 
son, of Norfolk, widow of Andrew M., Jackson, praying for 
a pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Also, the petition of Captain John N. Ivy, of Norfolk, || 


praying for an extension of his contract with the United 


States agents for the delivery of live-oak timber; which 


was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania : The petition from 
citizens of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, praying fora re- 
duction of postage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of Seth Sweetzer, American consul at 
Guyaquil, praying compensation for diplomatic services 
rendered in negotiating the ratification of the treaty of 13th 
June, 1839, between the United Statesand Ecuador; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of the Farmers and Mechanics’ Bank 


of Georgetown, praying for a renewal of its charter; which || 


was referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WELLER: The memorial of Mary Ann Symmes, 
praying Congress to authorize the Treasury Department to 
audit and settle, upon principles of justice, the accounts of 
her late husband, Captain John Cleve Symmes, an officer 


during the last war, in the United States Army ; which was || e as ’ 
| may have, or who may be born within the five years afore- 
| said. 


referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The memorial of the president 
and directors of the West Feliciana Railroad Company, 
praying the remission of duties on iron imported for the 
use of said railroad, and actually laid down; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: The memorial of James 8. Campbell, 
praying for compensation for property of his father, Colonel 
Samuel Campbell, used in the service of the Government 
in the revolutionary war; and also for services rendered in 
that war; which was referred to the Committee on Revo- 
jutionary Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvurspay, December 21, 1843. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, 


covering a catalogue of the books in the office of || east , 
. . | to the Senate in 1838—indeed, as far back as 1820; 

the table until similar reports were received from || 8d the usual course was to refer it to a’select | 
|; committee. 


now proposed was, that he had examined the 


the Attorney General; which was ordered to lie on 


the other Departments. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition || 


from John McDonnel, praying the refunding of || 


exdeis Aetien impropegly exacted from him by || ity of the standing committee to which it would | 


pe pereny. referable, were opposed to the bill; | 
ian 


the collector of the cus#¥ms; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of underwriters, merchants, and others, 
of the city of Philadelphia, representing that the 
piers erected at Port Penn, on the river Dela- 
ware, are in a very dilapidated and ruinous con- 
dition; and that the commercial interests of the 
city of Philadelphia, and other ports on that 
river, have sustained great injury from the faijure 
of Congress to make an appropriation to repair 
them. 

Mr. B. said that the memorial stated a fact of 
which he was not formerly aware—that at the 
time when Delaware ceded to the General Gov- 
ernment those works, this Government bound 
itself to keep them in repair. 
considerable importance titat these piers should 
be properly erected. 
man of the Committee on Commerce near him, 


{Mr. Huwntincton,] to which he proposed to | 


refer it, would give the subject his earliest atten- 
tion. 


The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 


Melvin Pool, asking « pension for injuries re- 


ceived while in the military service of the United 


to a second reading. 


| ted States is hereby authorized aud required to cause to be 


| or block-house forts, not exceeding five, from some point || 
| on the Missouri river to the best pass for entering the val- 
| ley of the Oregon. 


| the Columbia river. 


| of eighteen years and upwards, who shall cultivate and use | 


| hundred and sixty acres of laud to the wife’s husband, and 
| the like quantity of one hundred and sixty acres of land to 


| mortgage, or lien of any kind, before the patent is issued. 


| tions before mentioned, shall comprise all the country lying | 
| west of the Rocky mountains to the Pacific ocean, and be- 


| son for that motion, he suid, would be obvious, 
| when Senators reflected for one moment that the || 
| same course was taken with a similar bill hereto- 


It was a matter of | 


He hoped that the chair- | 


|| State Navy. 


_ Breese yesterday, came up, and was agreed to: 
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States; which was referred to the Committee orf | the United States agent for the lead mines in Illinois 


Pensions. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from George | 
Taylor, of the District of Columbia, praying in- 
demnity for losses sustained by him by French | 
spoliations prior to 1800; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Young and Bryan & 
Young be withdrawn from the files, and referred to the | 


| Committee o i fairs. 
rant to the State of Indiana | Come a Indian AGairs 


incennes land district, Indi- | 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Committee on | 
Claims was discharged from the further consid- || 
eration of the petition of Benjamin Adams and || 
others, of Boston, praying for a remission of || 
duties under the act of 1833; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Finance. 
OREGON TERRITORY. 
Mr. ATCHISON, on leave, introduced a bill | 
to facilitate and encourage the settlement of the | 
Territory of Oregon; which was read, and ordered | 


The bill was then read the second time, as fol- 
lows: 
Sec. 1. Be it enacted, {c., That the President of the Uni- 


erected, at suitable places and distances, a line of stockade | 


Sec. 2. That the President is authorized and required to 
cause fortifications to be erected at or near the mouth of | 


Sec. 3. Provision hereafter may be made by law to se- | 
cure and grant six hundred and forty acres of land to every 
white male inhabitant of the Territory of Oregon, of the age | 


the same for five consecutive years ; Or to his heirs, in case | 

of his decease. 
Sec. 4. And to every such inhabitant or cultivator, being | 

a married man, there shall be granted an addition of one 


the father for each child under the age of eighteen years he 





Sec. 5. Nosale orcontract of any kind of such land shall 


| be valid before a patent is issued therefor, nor shail the || ; ; e : 
| This bill was agreed upon at the last session of 
| Congress by the Senators from the States of Del- 


same be taken in execution, or be bound by any judgment, 


Sec. 6. The Territory of Oregon, in the preceding sec- 


tween the parallels of 42° and 54° and 40’ of north latitude. | 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $100,000 be appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act. 


Mr. ATCHISON now moved that the bill be | 
referred to a select committee of five. The rea- || 


fore. The measure is the same as was presented |! 


Another reason for the reference he 
debates on this subject, and the course Senators | 
had heretofore taken; and he found that a major- 


there is no other principle of parliamentary | 
law better settled, than the one that a bill of this | 


| importance should be committed to a committee | 


of its friends. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Chair was 
authorized to appoint the committee. 
The following Senators were appointed to con- | 
stitute the comthittee: Messrs. Arcuison, WaALK- 
ER, Sevier, Merrick, and Puerpes. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief || 
of Eneas Munson; which was read and ordered | 


to a second reading. | 


MANUFACTURE OF HEMP. | 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. | 
Benton yesterday, came up, and was agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- | 


rected to inquire into the expediency of establishing a man- || with the facts, he felt satisfied 
| ufactory on the Mississippi river, for the purchase and || 


manufacture of domestic hemp for the use of the United |! 


LEAD MINES. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. |, 


Resoived, That the Secretary of War be instructed to in- || 


_ form the Senate how many leases have been executed by |; 


| 
| 
| 


\\ 
|| interested, before the 


ecember 2}, 


Wisconsin, from the 4th of March, 1837, to the 4th ofMarc 
1841; and how many, since that time to the present tipne’ 
ot the mineral lands therein ; of the number, names, iytie. 
and salaries or other compensation of the aget ts employeg 
by him in leasing said lands, and collecting the rents ther,. 
of; the amount of rent collected from the 4th of Mare 
1841, up to the time of the last returns; what quantity 9 
land has been leased; and how many persons, as near as 
can be ascertained, are engaged in mining, in farming, or 
in mining and farming, on the same tract of land, in the so. 


| eaYed mineral district of Mlinois and Wisconsin ; and fre. 
| ther, to report to the Senate if any difficulty has occurred, 


and what, in leasing said lands, or any part thereof; an¢ 
in collecting the rent stipulated therefor. 


PEA PATCH ISLAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced that 
the first thing now in order was the bill reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, for the set. 


| tlement of the title to the Pea Patch Island, in the 
| river Delaware. 


The bill was accordingly taken up for consid. 
eration, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAYTON observed that he did not know 
of any objection to the bill, as it was the same in 


| substance as that which had last session passed 
the Senate unanimously; but noticing that two 


Senators who took an interest in the bill were not 


| in their places, (one from Delaware and the other 
| from New Jersey,) lest objections might be 


raised in their absence, he thought it would per- 
haps be better to let the matter lie over for another 


| day. 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked if the two Senators 


| now absent had voted for the bill last session? 


Mr. DAYTON replied that they had. 
Mr. BUCHANAN urged that, in that case, 
there could be no objection to going on with the 


| bill. He desired earnestly that this subject should 
| be brought to a conclusion. 


The city of Phila- 
delphia has been left undefended, simply because 
Delaware and New Jersey cannotagree about this 


| Pea Patch Island. 


Mr. DAYTON said, the long delay in the set- 


| tlement of this question was not for the want of 


a disposition on the part of New Jersey, her 
courts, or her representatives, to have it settled. 


aware and New Jersey. It was passed unani- 
mously by the Senate, but failed to receive the 
action of the other House. 

The bill was then read through, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN said this subject had been in 
controversy for twenty years or more. He no- 


| ticed that the controversy was proposed to be 
| adjusted by referring it to the arbitration of Hor- 


ace Binney, an eminent lawyer. He thoughtit 


| almost impossible that this, a controversy of such 
| importance in that quarter, could have existed so 
| long without the employment of Mr. Binney, on 


one side or the other, as counsel; and he regarded 
it a8 improper and inexpedient for the Govern- 


| ment to submit a question of this sort to the ar- 
| bitration of an individual who was interested in 


the result. Why should not the subject be sent 
to the Supreme Court of the United States—a 
tribunal known to be disinterested and independ- 
ent? They would render a decision that would 
be satisfactory to all the parties concerned —to the 
whole Union. There was no necessity for pass- 
ing a law to submit the case to Mr. Binney, 


| to any other person, when it could so easily and 
|| appropriately be brought before the Supreme 


Court of the United States for decision. He 


'| moved that the bill be recommitted to the Con- 
| mittee on the Judiciary, with instructions so 0 
amend it as to refer the controversy for decision 


to the United States courts. 
Mr. DAYTON observed that it was on the 
ay that some objection might be taket 
y Some gentlemen unacquainted with the cir 
cumstances of the case, t'at he had proposed 
laying the bill on the table till the absent Senator 
from Delaware should come in. Had the Sena- 
tor from Ohio {Mr. Fapensy been acquainted 
e would not have 
raised the objection. Mr. Binney had never bee? 
heen as counsel in the case. ‘The whole mat 
ter waS well considered last winter by the parties 
agreed to select Mr. Bin- 


ney as the referee. There is no question of title 


| now atissue, that having been settled by one of the 


circuit courts of the United States, on an action 
brought, and judgment obtained. Judgment bad 
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been pronounced, on the finding of a jury, in that 
court, to which the opposing counsel took no ex- 





ception. 
The controversy had heretofore been as to the 


right of jurisdiction between the States of New | 


Jersey and Delaware, and with regard to the claim 
ropert 
os bine and the General Government. The 
State of Delaware had ceded her interest in the 
island to the General Government, and had now 
agreed with the individual claimant and the State 
of New Jersey to the arrangement proposed in 
this bill. All the parties bad agreed to refer the 
matter for adjustment to Mr. Binney, and it was 
hoped that no exception would be taken to this 
arrangement. Butas it had occurred that ansob- 
jection was raised, he thought it would be better 


in the island between the individual | 


‘now to let the bill be laid on the table, with a | 


view of taking it up for consideration another 
day, unless the Senator from Ohio [Mr. sarees) 
was satisfied with the explanation given, an 
would withdraw his objections. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that as it was his in- 


tention to leave the city this afternoon for a few | 


days, he desired, while the bill was up, to make | 
a fe 


w remarks on the subject. This controversy | 
had existed for a great many years, to the great | 
detriment and prejudice of the State of Pennsy!l- | 


yania. It had been a never-ending source of con- 
troversy; and now that the parties have agreed 


to settle it, it is certainly extremely desirable that | 
It is | 


the adjustment should be made speedily. 


articularly important to Pennsylvania, because | 
Pea Patch Island is the only point, he believed, | 
in which the Delaware could be defended. Now, 


he admitted that this was an awkward mode of 


setiling the question; but it would be recollected | 


by the Senate that the controversy existed be- 
tween two sovereign States of this Union. The 


State of Delaware did not feel itself bound by any | 
act of the State of New Jersey. Each State con- | 
troverted the right of the other to jurisdiction over | 
the island until this day; and now, when both | 


these States, and the individual concerned in the 


title, concurred in leaving the matter to be finally | 


determined by Mr. Binney, whose determination 
can be made within two weeks, he would be very 
sorry indeed that the bill should be delayed; for 


he feared it might lead to another postponement | 


of the question for eight or ten years. He hoped 
that his friend, the Senator from Ohio, would not 
permit this postponement to take place. He hoped 
that the Senate would not object to the course 
which the parties had agreed upon. At the same 
time, he was perfectly willing, if the Senator from 


Ohio still desired it, that the bill should lie over | 


for the present, with the understanding that this 


subject of everlasting litigation should speedily 
be brought toa close. 


_Mr. BENTON, after a few remarks, not dis- 
tinctly heard by tne reporter, was understood as 


taking a view of the subject different from that | 


taken by the Senator from Pennsylvania, with 


regard to the necessity on the part of the Uni- | 


ted States of submitting her interests to arbitra- 
tion. The selection of Pea Patch Island by the 
General Government was made more than a quar- 
ter of a century ago, because it was an import- 
antand suitable 
for the defense of the Delaware. Having been 
selected as a place material to the whole Union, 
Congress made appropriations for the erection of 
fortifications, an 
taken by the Government, and some of the works 
were constructed. This the Government had a 
right to do; and now all that remained to be done 
was to pay whatever claimant should prove to be 
entitled to payment. The business of the Gov- 
ernment was to defend the Union, and to take 
such steps as should be necessary to allow that 
object. The Government was not to let a great 
commercial city be without its necessary defense, 
pending any controversy about State jurisdiction 
or individual right of title. Its business was to 
€ possession, and go on with the necessary 
works for the public defense, and then pay the 
erson for the property taken on proof of title. 
ow, he saw no reason why the claimants could 
hot show their title to Congress as well as to Mr. 
“inney. Was it proper that the representatives 
of the people of the United States, and of the in- 
terests of the United States, should adjust gheir 
wn business without any reference to Mr. Bin- 
ney or any one else? He had no idea of per- 


. 


lace for the erection of works | 


possession of the island was . 


mitting the interests of the United States to be 
submitted to an arbitration of this kind. Letnot 
Congress for a moment admit that it is not com- 
petent itself to settle its own affairs, or that ft is 


necessary to employ a referee to adjust a matter | 


in which its course is clearly pointed out by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN wished to say a word in 
reply to the Senator from Missouri. He thought 
his honorable friend was wrong in regard to the 
constitutional law upon this subject. Private 
property may be taken possession of by the Gov- 


ernment of the United States; but such property | 


must first be paid for. The United States had 
obtained the cession of the island from the State 


of Delaware, and now the individual claiming the | 
title, and the State of New Jersey, have consented || the Senate without any expectation of being 
to the manner of adjusting the pnly thing left yet || 


to be settled. But the Government of the United 
States has no power, and God forbid she ever 
should have any, to take from individuals their 


sessed and paid. As to the Senator from Mis 
souri, he conceived he was wrong in his consti- 
tutional law on this subject. 
has no right to settle down upon the principle of 
taking property vi et armis. He did not believe 
that any other country had adopted, or acted upon 
such a principle. He believed there was no other 
conceivable mode by which this question could 


be settled; but he confessed, that were it not for | 


the delay, he would prefer having the matter ad- 
justed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
There seemed, however, to be so much difficulty 
in the question of jurisdiction between the States 
of Delaware and New Jersey as to render it al- 
most hopeless that the matter could there be set- 
tled within any reasonable period. But for this, 
he would have no preference for the reference pro- 
posed in this bill. It provides—and I am very 
glad that the legal owners agree to the arrange- 
ment—that the value of the property shall be as- 
sessed, as if taken at the time when the Govern- 
ment first took possession of it, with legal interest 
on the amount from that time tothe present. He 
was very willing that the bill should lie over for 
the present; but he did hope that the Senate would 
dispose of it as speedily as possible, and thus get 
rid of this very protracted question. 

Mr. TAPPAN thought the Senator from Penn- 
oo was mistaken as to the law on this pqint 
He says the Government may take the land, but 


notull itis paid for With great deference tothe 


opinion of the Senator, he would submit that the 
only part of the Constitution applying to the 


case was the last clause of the fifth article of the || on warrant of survey granted by the authorities 


amendments, viz: 

**Nor shall private property be taken for public use 
without just compensation.’? 

The practice of the States which have a sim- 
ilar clause in their constitutions has always been 
to take the property of individuals, and: after- 


| wards compensate the right owners. He thought 


that the subject ought to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN did not at all admit that 
his construction of the Constitution had been 
open to correction. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Tappan] that there was another 
clause in the Constitution which might have some 
influence on this point. In the eighth section of 
the first article, it was provided for jurisdiction 
to be exercised by the General Government over 
all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature 
of the State in which the same shall be, for the erec- 
tion of forts, &c. 
lated to jurisdiction, yetitevidently contemplated, 
before that began, a purchase of private property 
for forts, in places situated within the jurisdic- 
diction of a State. Purchase implied payment, or 
an agreement to pay, which was satisfactory, in- 
stead of it, and must be made by consent of the 
State before the jurisdiction of the General Gov- 
ernment begins. 


Here, though the provision re- | 
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posing to lay it on the table, was to give time for 
the Senators from Delaware and New Jersey, 
not now in their places, to be present, in case 
any amendment should be offered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD inquired of the Chair what 
was the preset condition of the bill? 

The CHAIR replied that it was in Committee 


\| of the Whole, and open to amendment. 


Mr. BAYARD observed that if that was the 
state of the billat present before the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, it might be well to say 
It was some time 
since he bad an opportunity of looking at the pa- 


| pers relating to the matter, and he had come to 


called upon to say anything on the subject. The 
history of the whole matter was this: 
During the last war General Dearborn, finding 


| the Delaware river entirely unprotected, selected, 
property, without damages having been first as- || 


as a favorable site for the establishment of a mil- 
itary post, Pea Patch, an island lying opposite to 
the mouth of the Delaware canal. At that time 
the island was overflowed twice every twenty- 
four hours; and was little more than a mud patch. 
The State of Delaware ceded her right to her share 


in this island to the United States. There was no® 


consideration given. It was considered simply 
a disinterested and patriotic movement for the 
benefit of the whole country. The State of Del- 
aware claimed the island as a part of her terri- 
tory, under the grant made by the Duke of York 
of the twelve-mile section. ‘The State of Dela- 
ware, conceiving it to be hers under this grant of 
the Duke of York, ceded the island to the United 
States for the purpose of erecting fortifications 
for the protection of the river Delaware. The 
United States incurred great expense, first in sur- 
rounding the island with an embankment and an 
extensive stone wall. He believed that the dis- 
bursements for its inclosure alone amounted to 
some thirty or forty thousand dollars. ‘The Gov- 
ernment then went on to construct Fort Delaware, 
which cost something like a million dollars, It 
so happened that the construction was intrusted 
to a person of irregular habits; the consequence 
of which was that, for want of the necessary pre- 
cautions, the foundation sunk, and it was found 


| that the works had settled so much that they were 
| of no use, and the United States had the entire 


| constructed, 


fabric pulled down, with a view of havrng it re- 
In doing this, a large quantity of 


| materials was accumulated. In the mean time, a 


| title. 


person by the name of Gale claimed the island, 


of New Jersey. He continued to prosecute this 
claim against the United States; and, during the 
administration of the War Department by Mr. 
Secretary Eaton, an arrangement was entered into 
between this gentleman and him for the purchase 
of his interest? without going much into the ques- 
tion of title. With a feeling, perhaps, that prop- 
erty had been taken, in this instance, vi ef armis, 
the sum of $30,000 was agreed upon to quiet the 
The matter was referred to Congress, and 


| Congress refused to ratify the agreement. Mr. 
| Gale then commenced a suit against the United 
| States, (or rather against the officer in eas 


on the part of the United States,) which was tried 
in the cireuit court of New Jersey. The conse- 
quence was, that judgment was obtained in this 
court against the United States; and under its ex- 
ecution Mr. Gale took possession of the island. 
In shis state of the case, the district attorney of 


the State of Delaware commenced an action against 


_ the tenant of Mr. Gale, and recovered judgment 
| by default, the claimant not venturing to go into 


the question of title on the trial. Thus, then, 
there were two judgments of the courts standing 


/ against each other. In this state of things, it was 
| agreed by the Secretary of War that the Govern- 
ment should take possession of the island ,on which 


Mr. BENTON madeashort remark, not heard || 


_in the reporter’s gallery. 


Mr. BAYARD did not rise to protract the 
debate; but conceiving the matter to be somewhat 
new to several Senators, he thought some expla- 


it was designed, by the motion just made, to get 
rid of the bill by laying it on the table? or was it 


only for the present, with a view of taking it up | 


another day ? 


_ by the courts of the United States. 
nation necessary. But he wished first to ask if | 


there were some valuable materials belonging to 
the Government; and the matter has remained 
unsettled from that period until the present time. 

The Senator from Missouri would perceive that 
this was not such a matter as could be adjusted 
_ In order to 
give such a court jurisdiction, the State of Dela- 
ware, on its part, passed certain resolutions ask- 
ing the United States Government to let the mat- 
ter be reduced toa subject of controversy ber ween 


. the two States; but in the mean time, before these 
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league, it was proposed, by the party having the 
claim to the title, to submit the whole matter to 
arbitration; and he and his colleague assented, as 
did also the Senators from New Jersey. 

Mr. B. further argued, and at considerable 
length, that all the parties interested being now 
satisfied with the mode of adjustment proposed 
by the bill, it was best, everything considered, 
not to open up afresh the subjects of controversy, 
but to finally settle the question according to the 
present arrangement. 

Mr. TAPPAN wished to say a word in expla- 
nation, lest he should be misunderstood. The 
Government of the United States cannot take 
priyate property for public use in any place where 
they have not territorial jurisdiction. The right 
to take private property belongs to the sovereign 
power. It can be exercised, therefore, in the 
States, only by the State governments. Where 
the United States have territorial jurisdiction, 
they may take what property they want, and then 
pay for it. 

Mr. McDUFFIE desired to know at what time 
Mr. Gale obtained possession of the island— 


resolations were communicated to him or his col- | 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


DEAN gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, or some subsequent day, ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to regulate the pay and mileage of 
members of Congress. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, gave notice 
that he would, to-morrow, or some subsequent 
day, ask leave to introduce a bill making an ap- 
propriation for a dry-dock at Philadelphia. 

Mr. CLINGMAN asked the House to excuse 
him from serving on the Committee of Claims. 
His reasons for making this request was, that 


| his constituents had several hundred petitions on 


the subject of Indian claims, but none before the 
Committee of Claims. Now, as the meetings of 
the Committee of Claims were in the morning 
hours, which was the only time he had for at- 
tending to the business of his constituents, he 
hoped the House would see fit to excuse him. 

The question was taken on Mr. Ciineman’s 
motion, and resulted—ayes 61], noes 24. 

There not being a quorum voting, 

The question was again put, and decided in the 


| affirmative—ayes eighty-eight, noes not counted. 


whether before or after the Government had taken | 


possession ? 


@ Mr. BAYARD replied that this was the very || 
question which was involved in the whole con- || 


troversy, and it would take a long time to explain 
the matter. But he believed the truth of the mat- 


ter was, that Gale had a sort of previous posses- | 


zion for purposes of fishing occasionally. Yet 
notwithstanding that, it was not considered in 
the controversy as that sort of title obtained from 
actual possession. The controversy itself made 


ita matter of pride, on the part of New Jersey, | 
to maintain her rights; and conceiving the island | 


hers beyond dispute, she passed an act bringing 
it within the limits of one of her counties. 

He would call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] to the bill itself, 


in which he would see that Mr. Gale’s title must | 


be satisfactory before he can derive any benefit 
from it. The bill says: 


Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, directed to submit the question of the legal title 


| 





to the said island, as derived by the United States from the | 


State of Delaware, and by the said Henry Gale from the 


State of New Jersey, to the arbitration of Horace Binney, || 
of the city of Philadelphia, whose decision shall be final | 


and conclusive as between the United States and the per- 
on Or persons claiming under the said Henry Gale, who 
shall be bound to establish to the satisfaciuon of the said 


arbitrator, the fact that the tide of the said Henry Gale, if | 


any there be, is vested in him or them : Provided. That the 
person or persons claiming under the said Heury Gale shall, 
previous to such submission, as aforesaid, deposit in the 


Mr. BARNARD asked the unanimous consent 

of the House to offer a resolution asking inform- 

ation from the public Departments; objected to. 

| Mr. C. JOHNSON insisted on the regular or- 
der of business. 

The SPEAKER said the regular business was 
the appeal taken yesterday by the gentleman from 
| Virginia, [Mr. Wise] 

Mr. BARNARD moved for a suspension of the 
| rules, to enable him to offer his resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON observed to the gentleman 
from New York, that if he would allow the 
House to go on with the regular business, they 
would get through it in less time than in this ir- 
regular way. 

Mr. Barwnarp’s resolution was then read for 
information, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War transmit to the 
House a copy of the report of Captain Hughes, of the To- 
pographical Corps of Engineers, of the survey of the Hud- 
son river, with a view to the improvement of its naviga- 

tion. 
| The question being put on the motion to sus- 
| pend the rules, it was lost without a division. 

Mr. WISE then withdrew the appeal made by 
him yesterday. 





PETITIONS. 
The SPEAKER then called for petitions from 


|| Massachusetts. 


hands of the Secretary of War, a deed releasing to the | 
United States all claim and demand whatsoever to the said | 


island. 


Mr. HUGER asked if the State of New Jer- 
sey had made any cession of the island to the 
United States ? 

Mr. BAYARD replied that it had not. 

Mr. DAYTON called the attention of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Hucer] to the 
first section of the bill. He would there find a 
further answer to his question. 


ator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] to touch the 


question of controversy between their respective || 
s 


tates in relation to the island. They were con- 


eeagonss in this bill. 


the island contained. 


It was not his || 
{Mr. D.’s) purpose, nor was it that of the Sen- || 


Mr. DAYTON replied that he was not able to 


say; but his impression was that it contained 
thirty or forty acres. 


The motion to postpone the further considera- 


tion of the bill was then acquiesced in. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Sen- | 


ate proceeded to the consideration of executive | sion of it was not now in order, as the question 


, , : ’ | of reception was yet undecided. 
After some time spent in secret session, the || t y 


busimess. 


Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspar, December 21, 1843. 


objected to, was not offered. 


Mr. ADAMS observed that there was an ap- 

| peat before the House, taken by himself, on the 

| decision of the Chair, that one of the petitions 

| presented by him was excluded by the 25th rule 
—a petition praying against the admission of 
Texas into the Union while she tolerated sla- 
very. 

The SPEAKER said that, since yesterday, he 
| had examined the precedents bearing on this case, 
and had ascertained that such petitions have been 

Not feeling at liberty to set 
aside the established practice of the House, he 
decided that the petition must be received. 

Mr. WISE observed that there was one ques- 
tion left undecided when the House adjourned 
| the day before yesterday, to wit: the motion to 
print the list of balances on the books of the 


|| ‘Treasury. 
tent that the question of title involved in Mr. || 
Gale’s claim should be referred and adjusted as || 


The SPEAKER said that that question would 
come up after finishing the call upon the States 


| for petitions and resolutions. 
r. ALLEN inquired how many acres of land || 


On motion of Mr. WISE, leave was given to 
Thomas Harrison to withdraw his petition for a 
pension, 

Mr. ADAMS observed that there remained the 
petition which he had presented before the House 
adjourned yesterday, upon which the question 


when 


The SPEAKER informed him that the discus- 


Mr. ADAMS said that, if he was not allowed 
to speak on the petition, he would be allowed to 
speak on the question of the reception of it. Even 
upon the supposition that there were parts of it 


were, therefore, proper for reference. It was in 


that point of view that he said yesterday that he | 


was afraid that there wasa prayer in it which the 


December 21, 


Speaker would decide out of order; and that was 
to secure to all the people of the United States ih. 
benefits of the self-evident principles of the Cop. 
stitution—the right to life, liberty, and the pur. 
suit of happiness. An objection was made tha 
the petition contained matter that was insulting 
to the House; and he then desired that it mig; 
be read, that the House might judge for iigels 
Then an objection was raised to the reading of 
the paper. 

Now, he asked if it was possible to get forward 
with the petitions from the people of the United 
States if objections of this kind are suffered. How 
members from other parts of the Union could tol. 
erate the existence of a rule which excluded the 


argyments in petitions of this nature, he was at 
/aloss to conceive. He protested against any re- 


sponsibility for the consumption of one moment 
of the time of the House while such a rule was 
suffered to exist; and he must say, that all the 
difficulties they encountered in this way were 
owing to the assumption of a right, by members 
of this body, to dictate to their constituents how 
they shall exercise the rights secured to them by 
the letter of the Constitution, and by the first 
principles of every human Government. 

Mr. SAUNDERS rose to a question of order, 
He understood the gentleman from Massachusetis 
to have presented a petition, the reception of which 
was objected to, and that a motion had been made 
to lay the question of reception on the table. 

The SPEAKER did not understand that a mo- 





} 
| 
| 


| which were excluded under the rules, there were | 


| still parts of it which were not excluded, and 
Mr. THOMPSON asked the general consent 


of the House to introduce a bill; which, being || 


i 
| 
; 


tion was made to Jay the question of reception on 
the table. 

Mr. WIS 
Tennessee [ 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS, (with strong emphasis, which 
excited great laughter.) Mr. Speaker! Mr, 
Speaker! your Journal will tell you how that 
was. The motion to lay on the table was made 
in relation to another petition, and not to this, 
The Speaker decided yesterday that that ques- 
tion, giving rise to debate, must lie over, and so 
your Journal shows, There was no motion made 
for laying on the table. That expedient was not 
resorted to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked if he was right in sup- 
posing that the question was on the reception of 
the petition. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, am I in ordet? 

Mr.SAUNDERS. Iam calling the gentleman 
to order. 

Mr. ADAMS. If Lam in order, I insist on my 
right to proceed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have not yet stated my 
point of order, and I desire to know, first, what 
| 19 the question before the House? I understand 
| it to be, ** Shall the petition be received ?’’ and if 
so, I call the gentleman to order for irrelevancy 
| in introducing the subject of the 2Ist rule of the 
| House, which has nothing to do with the ques- 
| tion of reception of this petition. 
| The SPEAKER said he understood the gentle- 
/man from North Carolina to call the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts to order for irrelevancy In 
debate. It was with great difficulty, very fre- 
_ quently, that the Chair could see the applicability 
| of remarks which gentlemen proposed to bring to 
_ bear on questions before the House. It seemed 
'to the Chair, however, that a discussion of the 

Qist rule of this House was not now relevant to 
' the question which the House was called upon to 
decide. 
| Mr. ADAMS said that he was not discussing 
that rule. The gentleman from North Carolina, 


observed that the gentleman from 
r. C. Jounson} made such a mo- 


however, had shifted his ground. That gentle 
man called him to order because the gentleman 


|| from North Carolina pretended there was a mo- 
of reception was raised. Mr. A. was proceeding || 
with some remarks in relation to this petition, | 


tion yesterday to lay this subject on the table. 
That was the ground just stated. He was now 
called to order on the ground of irrelevancy. Why, 
according to the construction of some humat 
skulls, nothing that bears directly on the subject 
before the House is relevant; and it sometimes 
happened that skulls of that kind have sympathy 
with the skull of the Speaker. [Great sensa- 
tion, 

Tie SPEAKER said, order and decorum must 
be required in debate; and ihe Chair could not, 
and would not, permit reflections of that kind t 
be made on members of this House, or on 
Chair. [Loud cries of * That’s right.] ; 

Mr. ADAMS, (atthe top ofhis voice.) ““That® 
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pn eee ae 
right,” say all the slave Representatives on this 
floor. [Increased sensation. ]} 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Apams.) The gen- | 


tleman will take his seat. 
Mr. Cc. J. INGERSOLL (Mr. Apams still 
standing) said the gentleman from Massachusetts 


having taken his seat—or being supposed to have | 


taken his seat as required by the Chair—he, as a 


peace-maker, to get rid of this unpleasant sub- | 


jects would move that the House resolve itself 


into a Commuttee of the Whole House; his pur- | 


pose being to move to take up the bill to refund 
the fine of General Jackson. 

The SPEAKER said the motion could not be 
entertained in that shape; for a suspension of the 


rules would be first necessary; and such a mo- || 


tion would require a two-thirds vote. 
Mr. C. J. UNGERSOLL moved the suspension 
of the rules. 


The SPEAKER was putting the question, | 


hen 
“Me. WHITE rose, and, with deference to the 
Chair, suggested that there was an impropriety 
in entertaining the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania while there was a question pending. 
Mr. BIDLACK. 
Mr. WHITE. And I wish to propose that 


the gentleman from Massachusetts be permitted | 


to proceed in order; which is a courtesy that has 
never been denied in this House. I now ask 


leave—nay, 1 claim it as a right—that this mo- | 
tion be now entertained by the Chair, and sub- 


mitted to the House. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, with deference |; 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, he knew, by his | 


own experience, that a contrary practice had been 
ursued.. He had himself been called to order for 


irrelevancy; he had been turned into his seat for || 


irrelevancy; (and of that he did not complain, he 
merely mentioned it as a precedent;) he had moved 
for leave to proceed in order, and the majority, 
by the yeas and nays, had decided against him. 
This was a precedent. He then understood that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had been re- 
quired to take his seat, and consequently that the 
subject was at an end;and he had anucipated any 
other proceeding by his motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whol 


appealed to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
himself if even the right of petition would not 
suffer by the consumption of three or four hours 
every day, in the way in which they were pro- 


ceeding? They had papers presented, which, | 


he must say, appeared to him to trench as much 
upon the profane and on irreverence as anything 
in the world could. This was a paper which was 
said to be a petition calling upon this House to 
confess its sins, and to acknowledge the divinity 
of the Head of our holy religion. 

Mr. ADAMS interposed; but 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had the floor, 
and he intended to insist upon his right to it until 
he had done. 

The SPEAKER said the motion before the 
House to suspend the rules was not debatable. 

Mr. WELLER remarked that all the debate 
was out of order. 
Mr. DUNCAN rose, and said he wished to un- 
derstand the question. 
The SPEA 
Mr. DUNCAN said he understood, then, the 
Chair to decide that it was in order to move a 
suspension of the rules while a member was 
Speaking. 
_Thé SPEAKER said the Chair had not so de- 
cided. The gentleman from Massachusetts had 
been called to order; and having been required to 
take his seat, and no other propasition being be- 
fore the House, nor any other member being en- 
tiled to the floor, the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania had risen and moved a suspension of the 
rs which, in the opinion of the Chair, was in 

er, 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired if he was to under- 
stand that, while a member was on the floor, he 
could be called to order; and, if pronounced to 

® out of order by the Chair, and required to take 
'8 seat, (and under such circumstances it would 

is duty to take his seat,) that such member 

would be pecscee from proceeding in order? 
(Great con usion.] Hecertainly considered that 
& member, who might be called to order for irrel- 
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I wish to make an inquiry. | 


@-a motion that was always | 
in order. He admitted that courtesy should ever | 
prevail in the proceedings of the. House; but he | 


ER said debate was not in order. || 








| evancy, should be: at liberty to go on in order, | 
| although he had been declared to be out of order. | 


(| The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark 


|| that it was not in order to debate this question. || 


||. Mr. DUNCAN. [am not debating a question. | 
I have risen to a question of order’ 
The SPEAKER said it would have been in | 
order for the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
have gone onif the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
had not submitted this motion; but two thirds of | 
the House could at any time change the order of | 
, business. ° 
Mr. DUNCAN said now he had the question | 
|, fairly stated; and it was his desire to have it 
|| stated so that all could understand it. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts was discussing a 
question; he was declared to be out of order for 
irrelevancy, [A Voice. Indecorum,] or indeco- 
| rum, if they pleased; and while he was declared | 
to be out of order, a gentleman from Pennsylva- 
| nia rose and moved a suspension of the rules for 
a certain purpose, and thus the member called to | 
order was precluded from making any further 
remarks in order. If such was the decision of 
the Chair, he should appeal from that decision. 
Whenever he could do so with safety, he was 
_ desirous to sustain the Chair; and it was with 
great reluctance that he felt himself compelled 
now to take an appeal. 

TheSPEAKER again explained atsome length, 
and stated that no gentleman was on the floor at 
the time that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
_ made his motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WHITE made some remarks, in the 
course of which he contended that the course of 


i 


the House, during the ten years that he had oc- | 


_cupied a seat in it, was to allow gentlemen called 
to order for irrelevancy, on their own motion, or 
on the motion of another gentleman, to proceed 
in order; and he desired the same courtesy to be 
extended to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said any-appeal to 
, him to extend personal courtesy to any gentleman 
| on that floor would never be disregarded by him. 
|| The gentleman from Kentucky would do him the 
| justice to remember that when he rose, he stated 
|, explicitly that he rose as a peace-maker; and at 
the very time that he so interposed, it must also 
be remembered that the gentleman from Massa- 





chusetts had thrown out to many members on 
'that floor the most offensive of all taunts. If, 
|| however, the gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
|| Sired to make any explanation, an appeal to his 
| courtesy would not be made in vain. 


| 


Mr. WHITE said a gentleman called to order 


|| and compelled to take his seat, might be called 
|| upon to sit down wrongfully, and the judgment 
| of the Chair might not be sustained by the House, 
|| if an opportunity were afforded the House to act 
} upon the question. If, however, a gentleman 
| was compelled to take his seat, and there the mat- 
| ter was to end; an imputation might rest upon 
1 such gentleman improperly. He claimed, there- 
|| fore, for the gentleman from Massachusetts the 
| usual courtesy in such cases; and he denied, also, 
|| that the question on which the gentleman was 
; addressing the House, when he was called to 
| order, was disposed of thereby. 
| Mr. C.J. INGERSOLE again said if the gen- 
'| eman from Massachusetts desired to explain, 
| he wou!d withdraw his motion. 
Some conversation followed between . Mr. 
WISE, the SPEAKER, Mr. C. JOHNSON, 
| and others. 
| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL withdrew his motion. 
Mr. WHITE then moved that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts have leave to go on in order. 
Mr. WINTHROP said, this being a question 
| which affects the liberty of speech, he maintained 
| that the gentleman was entitled to proceed with- 
| out any motion for granting him permission. 
Mr. HOPKINS rose to a point of order. He 
desired to know whether there had been an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts was out of order. 
Mr. WINTHROP said that he appealed from 
| that decision, for he thought the gentleman. was 
| clearly entitled to proceed, unless some member 
| objected; and until such objection were made, 
| there was no occasion for a vote of the House to 
| permit the gentleman to proceed. 
The SPEAKER remarked, that if there was no 
objection, the gentleman would be, of course, at 
liberty to proceed. 
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Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, objected. 
The question whether the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts should be allowed to proceed with his 
remarks was put by the Chair, and decided in the 
affirmative. 
Mr. ADAMS. I am much obliged to the 
House, sir, for their kindness; and | shail en- 


|| deavor to proceed, for a very few moments, in 


order. But, sir, there has been so much of very 
irrelevant debate in this House since | was or- 
dered by the Speaker of this House to take my 
seat, before my speech was concluded, that I shall 
have some difficulty, perhaps, in collecting the 
scattered ideas which the eloquence and wisdom 
which I have heard in this Hoees since | was 
seated have tended to drive from my mind; and 
in renewing those arguments in favor of the lib- 


| erty of the ——- of this country, which | was 


exercising the freedom of speech in endeavoring 
to support or redeem. 

"I was saying that the petition—received or not 
received, suspended (God knows where, f don’t) 
somewhere between heaven and earth—which 
now forms the subject of renewed debate, con- 
tained one prayer which I was afraid the Speaker 
of this House would consider as coming within 


| the rule, and therefore not admissible. 


Mr. DUNCAN said he desired to raise another 
question. He understood the debate was pred- 
icated on a petition which had been offered yes- 
terday, aed which bad been laid over. He 

| desired to know whether, when a petition which 

| gives rise to debate was laid over until the next 
or some subsequent day, it came up as a matter 
of course; and whether the person who offered it 
was entitled to occupy the time of the House to 
the exclusion of petitions from other States. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was the opinion 
| of the Chair that, before the close of the first thire 
_ ty days of thesession, where a debate arose upon 
a petition, and was suspended, it came up, asa 

matter of course, on the following day, as the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. DUNCAN. To the exclusion of other 
petitions ? 

The SPEAKER. To the exclusion of all other 
business. 

Mr. ADAMS. The question is on the recep- 
tion of the petition by the House; and I was en- 

| deavoring, to the best of my ability, to show the 
House that it ought to be received, read, and re- 
ferred—at least those parts of it which, in the 
opinion of the Speaker, do not come within the 
/excluding rule. I admit, sir, that that portion of 
the petition which the Speaker will probably de- 
cide to come within the rule must be exeluded 
| from the consideration of the committee to which 
| the other parts of the petition may be referred; 
'and, sir, I was going, to-day, into an argument or 
| two for the reception or admission of those parts 
of the petition which do not come within the rule. 
I do not know but that I shall transgress the 
order of the House again, by saying that I hope 
| the House, in regard to the nights of their constit- 
uents, the sovereign people of these United States, 
will not extend the exclusion of petitions of a 
particular class or description to all petitions com- 
‘ing from a particular section of the country, 
| against the rights of the people of ahat section, 
| while the same rule does not operate upon other 
parts of the Union. I hope that the House wil) 
| not proceed to extend the exclusion, which has 
been provided for particular cases, to other cases 
| to which it is not applicable, notwithstanding the 
| vast multitude of pretensions that are set up for 
| thet purpose, such as that the prayer which the 
petition contains—to acknowledge the authority 
| of God—is an insult to this House. 

Why, sir, ! have heard of constructive treason; 
and I have no doubt those who framed the Con- 
stitution of the United States knew what con- 
structive treason means, as well as its cruel oper- 
ation upon those upon whom it was brought to 

| bear; but as for constructive insults to this House, 
_ is it possible for the human imagination to con- 
| ceive that a prayer to acknowledge the authority 
| of Almighty God can be taken to be an insult to 
| this House? 

| Sir, the petition bears evidence on its very face 
| that the persons who signed it were acting under 
/a sense of duty to their God—under a deep 
| conscientiousness; and though members of this 
| House, and possibly | myself, may suppose that 
\ it would have been perhaps more prudent for the 
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petitioners to be silent on the subject, rather than || the House will make, whether the contents of 


| them are proper or improper to be presented to || have the petition read. 


to make it a matter to be brought before the 
House, yet, sir, | cannot conceive of anything 
more absurd than to say that such a prayer is an 
insult to the House. If such a doctrine as this 
were sound, nothing could be said by petitioners 
which the House might not consider an insult— 
at least a constructive insult. A prayer for the 
acknowledgment of God an insult to the House! 

Sir, there are large poruons of the people of 
this country who are laboring under burdens of 
conscience, and entertaining opinions and feelings 
in consequence of the convictions of their con- 
sciences, who would, nevertheless, be among the 
last men in this Union to offer an insult to this 
House or to the laws of the country. They labor, 
perhaps under unnecessary apprehensions and 
fears. They perhaps entertain the opinion that 
the majority of this House do not sufficiently 
recognize the laws and authority of God; and 
though they may be mistaken in their views and 
fears and apprehensions, yet this conscientious 
feeling on their part deserves, on the part of the 
House, very different treatment from being turned 
away with scorn,and the petitioners told that they 
are insulting the House. 

Sir, I say that this petition, which the House 
has refused to hear read, bears upon its face proof 
of having been signed by persons who were under 
deep conscientious conviction. And though I 
might myself not be ready to vote for all which 
they require, 1 do hope the House will not only 
receive it, but refer it to a committee, and obtain 
from that committee a report; which they may do 
without granting the prayer of the petition. We 
may at least satisfy the petitioners by receiving 
their petition, and referring it. 

Sir, the House have had heretofore, and will 
have again at this session, numerous petitions, no 
doubt, against the transmission of the mails upon 
the Lord’s day. There is a very large portion of 
the people of this community who are under the 
same sort of conviction, that the practice is con- 
trary to the law of God. Sir, I do not entirely 
coincide in opinion with them. I think it exceed- 
ingly doubtful, if the question should be brought 
before the House again, (as I presume it will be,) 
whether I shall bring myself to vote against the 
transmission of mails upon the Sabbath. But this 
petition, praying the acknowledgment of the au- 
thority of God, is an insult to the House! I am 
confident the next thing will be, that if a petition 
is presented here against the transmission of the 
mails on the Sabbath, the same objection will be 
made to it. It will be said to be an insult to this 
House; and yet that is but another modification 
of the prayer of this very petition to acknowledge 
the authority of God. In the understanding of 
these petitioners, they believe that the authority 
of God is against the transmission of the mails 
upon the Sabbath. The Holy Scriptures them- 
selves declare that the Sabbath shall be a day of 
rest from labor. 

Sir, Lam limited very much in my course of 
argument upon this petition by the refusal, hith- 
erto, of the House to have this petition read. I 
hope it will be read, if only upon the ground that 
the petitioners were perhaps mistaken in the views 
there set forth, and that they require some ex- 
postulation on the part of the House, or report of 
a committee at least, showing that the acknowl- 
edgment of the authority of God is no part of the 
duty of this House. Perhaps it is not constitu- 
tional. I am willing to see an argument upon the 
subject, in the report of the committee, assuming | 
the ground that the acknowledgment of the au- | 
thority of God and the Christian religion would | 
not be constitutional; that the Constitution of the | 
United States forbids this House to acknowledge 
the authority of God, or of Jesus Christ. I say | 
I am willing to see the report of acommittee upon 
this point; but to say that the prayer of this pe- 
tition is an insult to te House !—sir, I hope the 
House will not disgrace itself by any such determ- 
ination. I wish not to occupy the time of this 
House more than is necessary. I wish to God I | 
could present all these petitions, and that they 
could be received, and referred to committees 
without a word of comment by anybody; and that | 


we might have reports as to what was unconsti- |, 
tutional and what was not, in the petitions them- |, 


selves. Sir, these petitions, in my opinion, de- | 
serve the most attentive consideration of this | 


House. Let it be shown, by the answer which {| 


this House. I say it appears upon the face of this || 


petition that the persons from whom it comes are 


not actuated by any factious spirit, but that it | 


comes from pérsons acting under strong religious 
convictions. I hope, therefore, it will be received, 


and referred to the Judiciary Committee. Asan |) 
amendment to the Constitution is requested, it | 


will, perhaps, be proper to refer it to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, as to that committee belongs 
the consideration of @l questions of this nature. 


I wish the whole of it may be referred, if the | 


Speaker thinks that it does not come within the 
rule; but if otherwise, then that those parts which 
do not come within the rule may be referred. 


Mr. WISE moved to lay the question of recep- 


tion upon the table. 


Mr. ADAMS demanded the yeas and nays | 


upon that motion. 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to hear the petition 
read. 

The SPEAKER said the petition would be read 
by the Clerk, if there was no objection. 

Mr. WISE inquired if it would be in order to 
read it? 


The SPEAKER replied thatit could be decided 


by a vote of the House whether it should be read. 
Mr. WISE contended that it was not properly 


in the possession of the House; that the Clerk || 
had no right to have it in his hand. The rule ap- | 


plied to papers in the possession of the House, 
and not to papers out of the House—not to papers 
in nubibus. The hand of the House did not hold 


the papers. They might as well call spirits from | 
the vasty deep, as to call for the reading of the | 


petition. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he did not profess to 
know much about the rules of the House; but, as 
he understood them, the question was this: a gen- 
tleman rises in his place and asks for the reading 


of a petition; the mover states what he under- | 
stands to be the substance of the petition; the | 


general rule then was, that, presumptively, the 
petition should bereceived. Objection being made, 


he would ask if any one could say, upon princi- || 


ples of common sense and propriety, that the 


| House could decide whether to receive or reject 


it until they heard it read? He would not say 
that the contents were altogether proper to be in- 
troduced. to that House; it appeared to him, how- 


ever, to be perfectly harmless. He believed there | 


was no treason init, although there might be some 


absurdity; itall proceeded fromenthusiasm. How 


could any gentleman object to its reception until 
he knew what it contained? If it was disrespect- 
ful towards the House, he would vote for its re- 
jection; but if otherwise it ought to be received. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he understood 
the petition had been presented yesterday, and 
received by the House. (Cries of ‘‘ No, no; it 
was not received.”’ : 

The SPEAKER said the question of reception 
had been laid over, because it involved debate; 
and it came up to-day as the unfinished business 
of yesterday. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that, as he made 
the motion yesterday against the reception of this 


| petition, it became him, in order that he might 
not be misunderstood, to offer some remarks on || 


the subject. 

Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order, 
The motion to lay the question of reception on 
the table not being debatable, he presumed that 


| the incidental question growing out of it, and then | 


pending, was also not debatable. He made this 
suggestion, not out of want of respect to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Haratson,] but to 
enforce the rules of the House. 


The SPEAKER observed that a question of 


_order was raised by the gentleman from New 
| York, whether the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Tissarrs,] to have the pa- 


per read, was debatable, the motion to lay the 
question of reception on the table having been 
previously made, The Chair was of opinion, that 


| the motion to ne on the table not being debatable, 


neither would the incidental question before the 
House be debatable. 
Mr. HARALSON asked if he might be per- 


mitted to give the reasons which induced him to || 


object to the reception of the petition, as an off- 
set to the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 
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Mr. TIBBATTS inquired if he had a right to 
| The SPEAKER stated the rule of the Hous. 
|| as follows: when the reading of a paper is calle; 
for and objected to, that question shall be syb. 
|| mitted to the House, who shall decide it. Thi, 
|| was a paper presented by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] who gave, as rp. 
quired by the rules,a verbal statement of its cop. 
tents. Strictly speaking, the paper was not jy 
the possession of the House; but the Chair dp. 
cides that a majority of the House may determine 
whether it will have it read or not, 

Mr. BEARDSLEY called for the yeas ani 
nays on the question. 

Mr. WISE inquired if that proceeding wou}; 
place the paper on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER said that all that would go on 
would be a description of the paper. 

Mr. WISE. The Journal will speak of the 
| paper as being read by order of the House. Wij 
| not that place the paper in the possession of the 

House ? 

The SPEAKER. No; it will not. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 
_ Mr. WISE. Before voting, I wish to inquire 
| what paper it is that the motion is made to read? 
The SPEAKER. The one presented by the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts, and of which he 
gave a verbal statement of the contents. 

Mr. WISE. Which one? 

The SPEAKER. The Journal gives no a. 
count of what the paper is. 

Mr. WELLER. Let us have the paper read, 
| in order that we may decide whether to have it 
read or not. . 

Mr. WISE. I ask for the reading of that 
| paper which the Journal calls for. I submit to 
| the House that I have a right to call for the read. 
|| ing of a paper, the description of which has been 
| journalized. I objected to the reading of a paper 
which was not in the possession of the House; 
but, if the paper has been journalized, it must be 
| in the possession of the House. 
| The SPEAKER. Do Lunderstand the gentle. 
| man to withdraw his objections? 
| Mr. WISE. Not at all; but the question is 
| put to me, as a member of fhe House, if I will 
| allow a paper to be read; and I want to know 
| what itis, and must have it read before I can 
| know. This demonstrates that the decision of 
| the Speaker works in a circle, so that you never 
| can arrive atany result. Which paper is it thet 
the gentleman wants to have read ? 
| The SPEAKER. It is the paper presented 
| by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
| 





i 
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Apams,] and the reading of which the gentleman 
from Virginia objects to. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY. The yeas and nays being 
ordered, I ask if it is in order to debate the ques- 
tion? If not, the question should at once be 
\| taken, and we will then have the whole matter 
| before us. 
| Mr. HOLMES said it appeared to him that 
|| the whole question was given up after the gentle- 
| man had called for the reading of the paper; and 
i he wanted southern gentlemen to consider wheth- 
| er any paper that might be called for might be 
| read. Now, suppose the Mormons from Iilinos 
should send here a petition—and doubtless the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts would presentit 
| for them—to supersede the Holy Scriptures, and 
| adopt the Mormon Bible in its stead: he asked if 
|| gentlemen would be willing to sit here and listen 
to the reading of the whole Mormon Bible, from 
Alpha to Omega, because a member called for it 
in order that he might vote with a full knowledg? 
of the question? 

Mr. GILMER said it seemed to him that the 
|| discussion going on was irregular and out 0 
|| order. The 24th rule prescribed that, when pe 
|| titions are presented, the member presenting them 
| must give a brief verbal statement of their cor 
1 tents. This has been done in this case, and there- 
| fore the House was already in possession of 
|| the information in regardato it that the rule cot 
| templated it should have until the paper shall be 
|| received. 
‘| Mr. BEARDSLEY asked if the gentlema 
| raised the point of order that the Chair we 
wrong in deciding that the decision of the qv 
tion must be made by the House? 
| Mr. GILMER did not understand the Chat 

as having decided the question, but as havi 


j 


j 
} 
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submitted the decision of it to the House. His) 
object was not to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, for he understood the Chair as declining 
to decide the question, and referring it to the 
House. The question he submitted to the Chair 
was, whether the House could order the reading | 
of this petition without a suspension of the 24th 
rule; and was it not incumbent on the member, 
when he called for the reading of the paper, to 
move that suspension ? 

Mr. SCHENCK understood the Speaker to | 
have decided that the question upon reading was 
notdevatable. ‘The state of the question appeared 
to him to be this: the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts presented a petition, and at the same time, | 
in accordance with the rules, gave a verbal state- | 
ment of its contents; upon which a gentleman 
raised the question of reception. A motion was 
then made to lay the question of reception on the 
table; and, pending the motion to get rid of the 

tition in this summary way of laying the ques- 
tion of reception on the table, some gentleman 
called for the reading ofit. Now, he himselfdesired 
the reading of the paper, in order that he might 
determine for himself whether the most proper 
disposition of the paper would be to receive, reject, | 
or lay iton the table. It was true, a verbal state- 
ment had been given of its contents; but he wished | 
to have an opportunity of comparing the contents 
of the paper with this verbal statement, and to 
give his vote, whatever it mitht be, with a full 
understanding of the subject. His responsibility | 
was to his constituents, and not to any member | 
of this House; and therefore, he was not willing 
to predicate his votes on their verbal statements, |, 
when he had an opportunity of judging for him- || 
self. For these reasons, he desired to have the 
paper received, One gentleman had objected that, 
on this principle, the reading of the Bible might | 
be called for, and members might have to sit here || 
till July, to hear the whole of the Scriptures read | 
through. Well, this might be so, and he did not | 
know that the reading of the Scriptures would be | 
very unprofitable; but suppose a call was made | 
for the reading of the Bible: must not a majority 
of the House desire to hear it read before it could | 
be done? 

Mr.STETSON called the gentleman from Ohio | 
to order, for debating a question that the Speaker | 
had just declared was not debatable. As other | 
members had been indulged, he had no objection | 
toa reasonable speech; but he must object to a | 
long one. 1] 

Mr. SCHENCK proceeded with his remarks | 
fora few moments, but was interrupted with re- | 
peated cries for the question. 

The SPEAKER here read the rule under which 
he submitted the question of reading to the 
House. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. WISE 
and the SPEAKER, respecting the reading of the 
paper, 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to hear the paper read. 

Mr. RELD of North Carolina, Mr. BEARDS- 
LEY, Mr. WELLER, and Mr. HARALSON, 
likewise took part in the conversation which 
occurred; and ultimately the question was taken 
whether the House would have the petition read, 
and itwas decided in the affirmative—146 voting 
. the affirmative, and 39 in the negative; as fol- 
OWS: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Rarringer, 
Barnard, Beardsley, Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Biack, i] 
vackwell, Bossier, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron || 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Jeremiah 
brown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, Cotlamer, Cranston, 
Vullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Jobn W. 
Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglas, Dun- 
oa Ellis, Emer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, 
nek, Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green. Grider, Hale, | 
— Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, | 
Prerms Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
me B. Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
jot Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew | 
ohnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirk- | 
ee Maclay, McClelland, MceClernand, McDowell, Mc- 
vaune, McKay, Marsh, Moore, Edward J. Morris, Joseph 
me Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, 
armenter, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. 
M Re Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Ramsay, Rathbun, Charlies 
ae ned, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sam- || 
David Pe? enter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, 
Rohe L. Seymour, Simons, John 'T’. Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Sone mt Smith, Stetson, Audrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Tibbs’ Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
wore, tie ilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Went- 
Wiig heaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, 

x Avs gt, oseph A. Wright, and Yost—146. 

P — Messrs. J. Black, James A. Black, 








| ment and exercise of the inalienable rights of life, liberty, 
| and the pursuit of happiness. 


| Hubard, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave John- 
| son, Andrew Johnson, George 
| branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCausien, Maclay, MeCler- 
' nand, McConnell, 
| ris, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Owen, Peyton, Emery D. 


| Benton, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 


|| St. John, Sample, Schenck, Severance, ‘Thomas H. Sey- 
; mour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John T. 
| Smith, Stetson, Sykes, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, | 


| to 


Bowlin, Boyd, Caldwell, Campbell), Reuben Chapman, Au 
gustus A. Chapman, Daniel, Dawson, Dellet, Dickinson, 
Dromgoole. Ficklin, Freach, Gilmer, Haralson, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hughes, Janieson, George W. Jones, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, Mathews, Da- 
vid 8S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Saunders, Simpson, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, Wise, and Woodward—39. 


The Clerk then read the memorial, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assemiled: 


We, the subscribers, residing in Randolph and Washing 
ton counties, and State of Illinots, deeply concerned in the 
general weal of this nation, desire plainly, but respectfully, 
to address your honorable body in relation to your duties 
as its representatives, believing that civil government isa 
Divine institution ordained for the glory of God and the 
good of man; and that those who are lawfully called and 
qualified to administer, (it being God’s ministers,) are bound, 
in all their official transactions, to act according to His law, 
and to respect the honor of Him by whom kings reign and 
princes decree justice ; and that this nation, highly favored 
of Heaven in being delivered from foreign domination and 
in various other ways, has greatly sinned in disregarding 
those primary and fundamental principles of civil rule, and 


| that this is the cause of many of the evils that now afflict 


this land, for which the God of nations has visited it for 
years past with many tokens of his just displeasure. We 
ask you, therefore, to take this subject into solemn and 
prayerful consideration ; we ask you not to adopt any meas 
ure inconsistent with pure republican government, nor to | 
pass any law tending to unite Church and State, or to im- 
pair the rights of conscience of any; but do ask you to 
propose, as amendments to the Federal Constitution, the 


| following provisions: 


1. A full and explicit confession of sin against the God of 


| the wifole earth, in not having acknowledged His name and 


authority in the Constitution of the United States, and in 
securing, by constitutional guarantees, the African and 
American slave trade, and slavery in the States and Terri- 


| tories. 


2. An acknowledgment of Jesus Christ as Prince of the 
kingdoms of the earth ; and national subjugation to Him as 
Lord of all, to the glory of God the Father. 

3. An acknowledgment of the laws of God as the supreine 


eral, inconsistent with the high mandates of Heaven. 
4. Such an alteration of the Federal Constitution as shall 
secure and protect every person in the nation in the enjoy- 


Be wise now, therefore, O ye kings! Be instructed ye 
judges of the earth. Serve the Lord in fear, and rejoice 
with trembling. Kiss the Son, lest be be angry, and ye 


| perish from the way, when his wrath is kindled but a little. | 


Signed by James Wailace, and two hundred and twelve 
others. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
laying the motion fi its reception on the table. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 98, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Bidlack, Ed 
ward J. Black, James Black, James A. Biack, Blackwell, 
Bossier, Bower, Bowlin, Koyd, Jacob Brinkerboff, Brod- | 
head, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, | 
Burke, Burt, Caidwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Au- | 
gustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Clinton, Cobb, | 
Cross, Cullomn, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dellet, | 
Dickinson, Douglas, Dromgoole, French, Gilmer, Willis 
Green, Grider, Haralson, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, 


y. Jones, Preston King, La- 


cDowell, McKay, Moore, Joseph Mur- 


Potter, Pratt, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhet’, Ritter, 
Russell, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell ,Thomas Smith, 
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|| dinary mode of peace-making that he ever heard 


of. 

Mr. A. then presented certain resolves of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, and requested that 
they might be read. He then moved that they 
be printed, and referred to a select committee of 
nine members. 

Mr. JAMESON moved to refer them to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped his friend from Mis- 
souri would withdraw that motion, and allow 
them to go to a select committee. 

Mr. JAMESON, however, declined to accede 
to the request. 

Mr. WISE said he had been for a long time 
opposing the proceedings of the House upon these 
petitions. He saw, from the manner in which 


| these proceedings had been conducted in refer- 


ence to the section of the country which he rep- 
resented, that the war which had been commenced 
was likely to be carried on unceasingly; and he 
now declared (and he wished the reporters to be 
particularin taking down what he said) that now, 
henceforth, and forever, he ceased to contend in 
the war which was being carried on in that House 
by certain men against the South. He would 
hereafter oppose nothing; but leave the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and all others, to take their 
own course with the whole subject. He wouid 
vote, therefore, for the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and let him have the com- 
mittee, and disclose his designs in full, that they 


' might know on what terms they stood in that 
| House. 


| law of the land, and the revising of every law, local or gen- |, 


Mr. HOLMES said that, although gentlemen 
from Virginia might retire from the contest, "he 
would henceforth renew the battle. He did not 
yet despair of the Republic. [Loud cries of 
‘© That’s right!’’ **Nildesperandum !”"| He con- 
fessed, with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Wise,] that the action of that House had been 
anything but auspicious to southern rights and 
interests. He said to his constituents, that day 
after day the waves were rolling from the North 
which threatened to overwhelm them. If his 
voice could reach, not only their ears, but their 
hearts, he would say, so far from relinquishing 
upon that floor, or in that House, the idea of 
giving battle, he would sound the tocsin, and give 
battle at once; for it was not to be mistaken that 
even the old and gallant heroes of the revolution- 
ary struggle in the North—even the venerable 
gentleman from Massachusetts himself, who was 


|| associated with them, shoulder to shoulder, in the 


mighty contest which disenthralled us from for- 
eign dominion—were now engaged in fierce hos- 
tility against theirown countrymen. They come 


| to this House, and deny us even the right of rep- 


| resentation on this floor. 


The day of battle must 
come; and he would say to southern men: Gird 


| up your loins; put on your armor, and prepare 


| for it. 


| Steenrod. Stephens, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, || 


Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, Went- |, 


|| worth, Wilkins, Wise, Woodward, and Yost—98. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Barnard, Beardsley, 


Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 


| Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Flor- 
| ence, Foot, Frick, Giddings, Byram Green, Hale, Hamlin, 
| Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, 


Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Ir- 
vin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
McClelland, Mclivaine, Marsh, Morse, Edward J. Morris, 
Nes, Parmenter, Patterson, Pettit, Phoenix, Elisha R. Pot- 
ter, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rogers, 


Wheaton, White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph 
A. Wright—80. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then moved that the 


rules be suspended, for the purpose of going into | 


Committee of the Whole. 


resent; and among the rest 





Mr. ADAMS said he had some more petitions | 


he SPEAKER said the gentleman could not | 


proceed unless the rules were suspended. 


Mr. THOMPSON submitted to the Chair that || 


the gentleman from Massachusetts was entitled | 
to the floor. 


-The SPEAKER remarked that he considered 


| the gentleman from Massachusetts was entitled 


to the floor. | 
Mr. ADAMS said this was the most extraor- 


' 
} 


You must meet it; and the sooner you 
secure the rights which your fathers transmitted 
to you, the better. 

Mr. WISE said he wished to give the partieu- 
lar reason for taking the course he did. 

Several members demanded that: the question 
should be laid over, as it was likely to give rise 
to debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that he would insist that 
the proposition go over if debate was persisted in. 
Mr. WISE desired to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER put the question whether Mr. 
Wise have leave to proceed; which was granted, 

Mr. WISE said he would not again have in- 
truded tipon the House, but for the remarks 


which fell from the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. 


Mr. HOLMES. I hope that the gentleman 
does not suppose 

Mr. WISE. Notat all. fecchir) But by 
pursuing this course, and declaring that he would 
cease from the war, he meant only that he was 
not satisfied, as a friend to the people whom he 





'| represented, with the manner in which the war 


against their rights had been carried on. It was 
too solemn, too grave, too vital a question, to be 
determined upon the poor, pitiful issue of a point 
of order. He.intended to pursue a different mode 
of warfare. Instead of contesting the motions 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts; in- 
stead of calling upon the Speaker to decide points 
of order; instead of asking that the rules of the 
House may be enforced, he intended to leave the 
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majority to take their own course. The only | 
question now was, whetherthe Constitution would | 
protect the minority there from insult, or whegher | 
they were to be protected by the guarantees which 
their forefathers had provided for them, at the | 
expense of the blood of heroes and the wisdom 
of sages. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY observed that he was of | 
opinion that what the gentleman from Virginia 
denominated the war, had not been conducted in 
a manner best calculated to protect southern 
rights; though he arrived at that conclusion ina 
different way. He believed that, with regard to 
petitions touching this delicate question of sla- 
very, the true constitutional course would be to 
receive them; and either lay them on the table or | 
reject them, if the minds of members were already 
made up adverse to their prayers. 
House was not prepared to pronounce such a | 


judgment on them, or if the House should think || 
it most politic, for the sake of preserving the || 
peace of the country, to refer them, as was the || 


practice of the House for many years, and a prac- || 


tice for which he had often given his vote, he 
would send them to a select committee consisting 


of those members most favorable to the objects || 


embraced in them. 
Though his mind was irresistibly brought to 


the conclusion that Congress could in no degree || 


interfere with the question of slavery, he was | 
convinced that the true policy for southern gen- | 
tlemen—the best mode to quell this exciting tem- 
pest, and to restore peace and harmony to the 
country—would be to refer these petitions to those | 
most in favor of them, and thus throw upon them 
the responsibility of making a report recommend- | 
ing such action as they thought should be had in | 
regard to them. They could propose nothing 
but a violation of the Constitution, or a dissolu- 
tion of the Union, that could accomplish the ob- 
jects such petitions had in view; and should they 
make a report recommending an infringement of 
the Constitution, they uk at once be met by 
an overwhelming majority of the House opposed 
to them. Was there a man there from the North, 
Abolitionist or not, that would listen to a propo- 
sitien for a dissolution of the Union? He was | 
sure there was not; and he was equally sure that | 
there would be found very few willing to trench | 
on the rights of the South, or interfere with the | 
institutions guarantied to them by the Constitu- | 
tion. In saying this, he spoke, too, the senti- 
ments of a majority of the people of the North; | 
for he did not believe there was one in fifty of | 
them not as ready to protect the South in its con- 
stitutional rights as they were to defend their | 
own. He would add further, thatin his opinion | 
the reference to a committee, of such resolutions 
as had been presented by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, did not imply that the House was 
in favor of them. Hethoughthe might say with | 
confidence, that there was not a single member 
from New York who desired the accomplishment 
of such objects as were contained in those reso- 
lutions; and if he might be permitted to speak of 
political divisions, he would say that, of the De- | 





mocracy of New York, there was not a single || 


individual of them disposed to question therights || Believing that the rejection of these abolition 


of the South, or to interfere with that particular | 
species of property which is the subject of these | 
abolition petitions. 
ing with these petitions, would be to receive and 
refer them to those members most favorably dis- | 
posed towards them, and thus throw on them the | 
responsibility of embodying their views on this | 
subject ina report. If (said he) we vote against 
receiving them, we get entangled in the question 


of the right of petition—a right which he never | 


could vote to abridge. Such being his convic- | 
tions, he never could vote against receiving these 
petitions, for he was persuaded that such votes 
were in violation af the Constitution. 

Mr. WISE suggested to the gentleman, before 
he sat down, to move for a select committee, to 
which to refer not only the resolutions just of- | 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, but | 


. 8 ° * os } 
all the petitions he might offer of asimilar nature. || 


He could not make such a motion himself, nor 
vote for it, for, as he said before, he would no 
longer continue the warfare in this House; but he 
would be obliged to the gentleman if he would do | 
it. 
Mr, WELLER said he wished to express his | 
dissent from the doctrines advanced by the gen- | 


But, if the |, 


|| to receive and refer them? 


|| Constitution. 


The true mode of proceed- || 
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tleman from New York, [Mr. Bearpsiey.}] The 
| gentleman seemed to labor under the impression 


that the best way of putting down the Abolition- 


ists would be to encourage them and receive their 


petitions. Gentlemen might remember that there | 


was a time when such petitions were received and 


| referred; and that there was a voluminous report | 


made on the subject. What was the consequence? 
Why, at the very next session there were fifty 


thousand abolition petitions received more than | 


were ever received before, Notwithstanding this 
experience of the House, the gentleman from New 


York had now discovered, that if they would re- | pose three fifths of the slave population of its 


ceive these abolition petitions, and make a report 

on them—that if they would encourage them, it 
| would put them down. This was a strange idea to 
him. Why was it that petitions were received and 
referred to the appropriate committees? It was in 
order that the committees might report the facts 
to the House, in order that the House might act 
understandingly on them. 

But if the House had resolved to refuse the 
prayer of the petitioners, why was it necessary 
he gentleman from 
New York had insisted, broadly, that refusing to 
receive these petitions would be violating the 
He had as much regard for the 
| Constitution as the gentleman, and he should hes- 
itate before he allowed him to decide contitutional 
questions for him, after the expression of spch an 
opinion by him. For his part, he should vote 
| against receiving the petitions of these men, know- 
| ing that their object was to violate the Constitu- 
| tion. Encourage these men; receive their peti- 


| tions, and refer them to a committee, and the time 





will arrive when they will become more bold, and 
| petition for a dissolution of the Union. 
| Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, that he only 
expressed his own views of the constitutional 
| obligation to receive petitions, without pretend- 
| ing to speak for others. 
| Mr. WELLER said that what he objected to 
| was the gentleman’s undertaking to speak for the 
| northern people, when the understanding general- 
ly was that the West and the North meant the 
| same. He was not willing to admit that the peo- 
~ of the West viewed this question in the same 
| ight as the gentleman from New York. He met 
| this question before his constituents, and he 
| pledged himself to them that he would oppose, 
| with all his energies, every attempt to destroy 
| that Constitution which secures to them the 
blessings under which they live—that those who 
| woud apply the torch to this grand and beauti- 
| ful temple of American liberty should always 
| find him ready to resist them. As the people of 
| the West would never suffer the South to inter- 
| fere fora moment with their constitutional rights, 


| so would they be equally as ready not only to 


refrain from interfering with the rights of the 
South themselves, as*to protect them from the 


|| attacks of others, come from what quarter they 


_may. We stand by the Constitution given us 
| by our fathers, which secures to all the members 
| of the American family their just rights; and in 
| defending from insult and violation the rights of 
one, we Gefend the rights of all. 


| petitions was the best way to arrest the designs 
of the Abolitionists, he would continue to vote 
against their reception. 
Mr. BELSER, under the belief that the House 
was not in a condition to decide upon so grave a 
uestion, moved that it do now adjourn, but, at 
= request of Mr. Frencu, withdrew his motion, 
on condition that that gentleman, after making a 
few remarks, would renew it. 
Mr. FRENCH asked leave to make a few re- 
_marks on the question. Leave being granted, 
Mr. F. thanked the House for its kindness, and 
| said he would detain them but a few minutes, 
| while he submitted a few reflections which, it 
appeared to him, ought to be taken into consid- 
eration by every gentleman, before voting on 
questions such as this. He had taken the oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States; 
and his purpose in rising was to show that, if he 
| voted for the reception of abolition petitions, he 
| voted to violate it. 


The Constitution reads: 


‘| Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 


| among the several States which may be included in this 
| Union, according to their respective numbers; which shall 
| be determined by adding to the whole number of free per- 
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sons, including those bound to serve for a term of yea, 
and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of aj! Other 
persons.” 


| ‘That class embraced slaves; and, in determin. 
| ing the numbers which in slave States shal] be 

represented, three fifths of the slaves must be 
added to the free population. Now, if the abojj, 
tion petitioners could have their way, this solem) 
guarantee to the slave States would be stricke, 
out, and that portion of their representation o, 
this floor taken away from them. Now, his 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. oo represented 
State containing a great number of slaves, Sy, 





State were equal to the whole number of whi, 
inhabitants; then, by taking away the represen. 
| tation to which she is entitled from her slaves 
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the State would be deprived of one half of her 
Representatives. 

That was one reason why he supposed the rs. 
ception of abolition petitions was a violation of 
the Constitution. One other view of the subjeg 
he had to offer, which was the principal reasoy 
he had for rising. He took the proposition ad. 
mitted by all, Abolitionists as well as others, the: 
Congress had no right to interfere with slavery 
as it exists in the States. That question was 
settled, and was permanently and fundamentally 
the law of the land. But he went further, and 
maintained that Congress had no power to abol. 
| ish slavery in the District of Columbia; and tp 
i question he begged leave to call the sober 
judgment of the members of the House. Could 
| Congress, in this District, pass a law for the es. 
| tablishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
| exercise thereof? Unquestionably not. Could 
Congress establish, in this District, an order of 
| nobility, ortake away the trial by jury, orabridge 
ice freedom of speech, or establish a religious 


















test as a qualification for office? Congress couli 
do none of these things; and he asked why? 
Congress could not enact such laws because the 
were forbidden by the limitations in the Const- 
tution. But gentlemen said that the clause dele- 
| gating power over this District was very broad. 
| He would read it, to show to what extent it 
| went: 

* Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legis 
lation in all cases whatsoever over such District (not er- 
ceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular 
States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat 
of Government of the United States.” 

Now, gentlemen said that, as respected the Dis- 
trich of Columbia, they had the same right to 
legislate as the States had to legislate for the 
States. He admitted that Congress could legis 
late for the people of the District, except in cases 
where they were restricted by the Constitution; 
and in determining the powers given by the Con 
stitution, they must interpret it on the principle 
that the Constitution was a unit. Congress was 
created by the Constitution, and there was but 
one Constitution and but one Congress; and when 
that Congress was willing to act, it must always 
act subject to the restrictions, checks, and draw- 
backs of the Constitution. Why, if these prin- 
ciples of construction did not apply to this Dis 
trict, end to the power of Congress over this 
District,—he repeated, if these limitations did not 
thus apply, what was it that Congress could not 
do? She could abridge the freedom of speech and 
of the press; she could create a titled nobility, if 
she pleased; she could take away trial by jury; 
she could demand excessive bail; she could inflict 
cruel and unusual punishments; in short, heasked, 
what would not Congress be able to do? 

He thought, then, that inasmuch as Congress 
could not abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, because it would be equivalent to an ex- 
ercise of power abolishing. slavery in the States, 
to receive petitions for the abolition of slavery 
was to receive petitions asking for a violation © 
the Constitution of the United States. This be 
| was not willing to do. After a few other observ® 
|| tions, he renewed the motion to adjourn. 
|| Mr. DAVIS, of New York, desired the gentle- 
|| man from Kentucky to withdraw that motion; bu! 

| the request was not complied with; and 
The House adjourned. 








The following petitions were presented under a rule o! 
the House, and appropriately referred : ’ 

By Mr. SMITH, of Iliinois: The petition of James Rei, 
a soldier wounded in the late war, praying vo 3 Wi 
was referred to the Committee on [nvalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the heirs-at-law of William Arnold, 
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majority to take their own course. The only | tleman from New York, [Mr. Bearpsier.} The || sons, including those bound to serve for a term of ean, 
question now was, whether the Constitution would || gentleman seemed to labor under the impression || 89d excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all oper 
protect the minority there from insult,orwhegher | that the best way of putting down the Abolition- } v Phat ; : 
they were to be protected by the guarantees which | ists would be to encourage them and receive their || . at class embraced slaves; and, in determin. 
their forefathers had provided for them, at the || petitions. Gentlemen might remember that there || '"8 the numbers which in slave States shall by 
expense of the blood of heroes and the wisdom | was a time when such petitions were received and | cape aee oo a of a slaves must by 
of sages. || referred; and that there was a voluminous report || 80@ed to the lree etace ts Now, if the abo). 
Mr. BEARDSLEY observed that he was of | made on the subject. What was the consequence? || 0" petitioners could have their way, this solemy 
opinion that what the gentleman from Virginia | Why, at the very next session there were fifty | guarantee to the slave States would be strickey 
thousand abolition petitions received more than |) Ot and that portion of their representation o, 
were ever received before. Notwithstanding this || a aaa away bean them. Now, his 
anpameen often eaennsne panne none i State saucaiaten « pret wecbear af erprevetiied a 
im tl >» SUp- 
ee ee ee eee eee | pose three fifths of the slave population of the 
State were equal to the whole number of whi. 














denominated the war, had not been conducted in 
a manner best calculated to protect southern 
rights; though he arrived at that conclusion ina 
different way. He believed that, with regard to 
petitions touching this delicate question of sla- | 
very, the true constitutional course would be to 













receive them; and either lay them on the table or 
reject them, if the minds of members were already 
made up adverse to their prayers. But, if the | 
House was not prepared to pronounce such a || 
judgment on them, or if the House should think |) 


on them—that if they would encourage them, it 


ceive these abolition petitions, and make a report | 


| wouid put them down. This was a strange idea to 
him. Why was it that petitions were received and 


referred to the appropriate committees? It was in 
order that the committees might report the facts 
to the House, in order that the House might act 


} 
j 


inhabitants; then, by taking away the represen. 
tation to which she is entitled from her slaves 
the State would be deprived of one half of he, 
Representatives. 


That was one reason why he supposed the re. 






it most politic, for the sake of preserving the || understandingly on them. | he Con of eee ace was a violation of 
peace of the country, to refer them, as was the || But if the House had resolved to refuse the || h * eae die hi - or gg Mite thod Subject 
practice of the House for many years, and a prac- | prayer of the petitioners, why was it necessary e had to offer, which was the principal reason 





tice for which he had often given his vote, he || to receive and refer them? The gentleman from || he had for rising. He took the proposition ad. 
would send them to a select committee consisting || New York had insisted, broadly, that refusing to mitted by all, Abolitionists as well as others, tha: 
of those members most favorable to the objects || receive these petitions would be violating the Congress had no right to interfere with slavery 
embraced in them. | Constitution. He had as much regard for the || 88 it exists in the States. That question was 
Though his mind was irresistibly brought to |! Constitution as the gentleman, and he should hes- || settled, and was permanently and fundamentally 
the conclusion that Congress could in no degree |, itate before he allowed him to decide contitutional the law of the land. But he went further, and 
interfere with the question of slavery, he was || questions for him, after the expression of spch an || Maintained that Congress had no power to abol. 
convinced that the true policy for southern gen- ish slavery in the District of Columbia; and to 
tlemen—the best mode to quell this exciting tem- || against receiving the petitions of these men, know- | this question he begged leave to call the sober 
pest, and to restore peace and harmony to the || ing that their object was to violate the Constitu- | judgment of the members of the House. Could 
country—would be to refer these petitions to those || tion. Encourage these men; receive their peti- || Congress, in this District, pass a law for the es- 
most in favor of them, and thus throw upon them | tions, and refer them to a committee, and the time | tablishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
the responsibility of making a report recommend- || will arrive when they will become more bold, and || €xercise thereof? Unquestionably not. Could 
ing such action as they thought should be had in || petition for a dissolution of the Union. | Congress establish, in this District, an order of 
regard to them. They could propose nothing|| Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, that he only || Mobility, ortake away the trial by jury, or abridge 
but a violation of the “‘-»stitution, or a dissolu- || expressed his own views of the constitutional | the freedom of speech, or eee a religious 
tion of the Union, th t could accomplish the ob- || obligation to receive petitions, without pretend- test as a qualification for office? Congress could 

| 

| 













opinion by him. For his part, he should vote 





jects such petitions had in view; and should they || ing to speak for others. do none of these things; and he asked why? 
make a report recommending an infringement of || Mr. WELLER said that what he objected to Congress could not enact such laws because the 
the Constitution, they would at once be met by || was the gentleman’s undertaking to speak for the || Were forbidden by the limitations in the Const. 
an overwhelming majority of the House opposed | northern people, when the understanding general- || ‘ution. But gentlemen said that the clause dele- 
to them. Was there a man there from the North, || ly was that the West and the North meant the ee power over this District was very broad. 
Abolitionist or not, that would listen to a propo- || same. He was not willing to admit that the peo- e would read it, to show to what extent it 
sition for a dissolution of the Union? He was || ple of the West viewed this question in the same || Went: ' Oe 
sure there was not; and he was equally sure that || light as the gentleman from New York. He met ' oe shall aa power to cnet aoe legis. 
there would be found very few willing to trench || this question before his constituents, and he w= the malar seca mer tality Migr Bo se 
on the rights of the South, or interfere with the || pledged himself to them that he would oppose, 
institutions guarantied to them by the Constitu- |! with all his energies, every attempt to destroy 
tion. In saying this, he spoke, too, the senti- || that Constitution which secures to them the 
ments of a majority of the people of the North; || blessings under which they live—that those who 
for he did not believe there was one in fifty of || wouid apply the torch to this grand and beauti- || 
them not as ready to protect the South in its con- || ful temple of American liberty should always 
stitutional rights as they were to defend their || find him ready to resist them. As the people of 
own. He would add further, thatin his opinion || the West would never suffer the South to inter- 
the reference to a committee, of such resolutions | fere fora moment with their constitutional rights, 
as had been presented by the gentleman from || so would they be equally as ready not only to 
Massachusetts, did not imply that the House was | refrain from interfering with the rights of the 
in favor of them. Hethoughthe mightsay with | South themselves, as*o protect them from the || created by the Constitution, and there was but 
confidence, that there was not a single member |; attacks of others, come from what quarter they || one Constitution and but one Congress; and when 
from New York who desired the accomplishment || may. We stand by the Constitution given us that Congress was willing to act, it must always 
| 


ceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular 
States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat 
of Government of the United States.” 

Now, gentlemen said that, as respected the Dis- 
trich of Columbia, they had the same right to 
legislate as the States be to legislate for the 
States. He admitted that Congress could legis- 
late for the people of the District, except in cases 
where they were restricted by the Constitution; 
and in determining the powers given by the Con- 
stitution, they must interpret it on the principle 
that the Constitution was a unit. Congress was 





of such objects as were contained in those reso- || by our fathers, which secures to all the members || act subject to the restrictions, checks, and draw- 
lutions; and if he might a} pogo to speak of || of the American family their just rights; and in || backs of the Constitution. Why, if these prin- 
political divisions, he would say that, of the De- || defending from insult and violation the rights of ciples of construction did not apply to this Dis- 
mocracy of New York, there was not a single || one, we defend the rights of all. trict, ead to the power of Congress over this 
individual of them disposed to question the rights || District,—he repeated, if these limitations did not 
of the South, or to interfere with that particular || thus apply, what was it that Congress could not 
species of property which is the subject of these do? She could abridge the freedom of speech and 
abolition petitions. The true mode of proceed- of the press; she could create a titled nobility, if 


ing with these petitions, would be to receive and she pleased; she could take away trial by jury; 
refer them to those members most favorably dis- | 


posed towards them, and thus throw on them the 
responsibility of embodying their views on this 
subject in areport. If (said he) we vote against 
receiving them, we get entangled in the question 
of the right of petition—a right which he never 
could vote to abridge. Such being his convic- | 
tions, he never could vote against receiving these 
petitions, for he was persuaded that such votes 
were in violation af the Constitution. 

Mr. WISE suggested to the gentleman, before 
he sat down, to move for a select committee, to 
which to refer not only the resolutions just ef- 


Believing that the rejection of these abolition 
petitions was the best way to arrest the designs 
| of the Abolitionists, he would continue to vote 
|| against their reception. 

Mr. BELSER, under the belief that the House 
was not in a condition to decide upon so grave a 
meeeied, moved that it do now adjourn, but, at 
the request of Mr. Frencu, withdrew his motion, 
on condition that that gentleman, after making a 
few remarks, would renew it. 


_ she could demand excessive bail; she could inflict 
| cruel and unusual punishments; in short, he asked, 
what would not Congress be able to do? 
He thought, then, that inasmuch as Congress 
could not abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
Mr. FRENCH asked leave to make a few re- || lumbia, because it would be equivalent to an ex- 
marks on the question. Leave being granted, || ercise of power abolishing. slavery in the States, 
Mr. F. thanked the House for its kindness, and |! to receive petitions for the abolition of slavery 
said he would detain them but a few minutes, } was to receive petitions asking for a violation o! 
| while he submitted a few reflections which, it |; the Constitution of the United States. This be 
appeared to him, ought to be taken into consid- || was not willing to do. After a few other observe 
eration by avery ersiema Nee vets o penne eee mane a? ae: seat 
questions such as this. He ha en the oa r. , of New York, desire : : 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, but | to support the Constitution of the United States; || man from Kentucky to withdraw that motion; bu! 
all the petitions he might offer of asimilar nature. || and his purpose in rising was to show that, if he || the request was not complied with; and 
He could not make such a motion himself, nor || voted for the reception of abolition petitions, he | The House adjourned. 
oo for it, for, a he -_ momen oe vor om || voted to violate it. | tis 
onger continue the warfare In this Fiouse; but he The Constitution reads: i The following petitions were presented under & 
rou! . re i . || the House, and appropriately referred : ¥ 
wou d be obliged to the genleman if he would do || Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned By Mr. SMITE , of Iiinois: The petition of James Rei‘, 
it. =e ; : . |) @meng the several States which may be inciuded in this || a soldier wounded in the late war, praying a pension ; whic! 
_Mr, WELLER said he wished to express his |, Union, according to their respective numbers; which shall || was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
dissent from the doctrines advanced by the gen- || be determined by adding to the whole number of free per- || Algo, the petition of the heirs-at-law of William Arnold, 
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